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GENERAL ARTICLES AND 
REPORTS. 

THE WORK OF THE INSPECTORS OF FOODS 
OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

By J. W I L B E R F O R C E GREEN. 
Br. G. S. Buchanan's Report on the work of the In

spectors of Foods of the Local Government Board for 
the year 1909-10 is a document dealing with matters of 
the greatest national importance. The Report, which is 
largely concerned with the results of the examination— 
under the Public Heal th (Regulations as to Food) Act 
of 1907—of the various kinds of meat that are imported 
into this country from abroad for the purpose of home 
consumption, is arranged under the following head
i n g s : — 

1. Work in special relation to the Public Health 
(Regulations as to Food) Act, 1907 (pp. 196-207). 

2. Local arrangements for meat and food inspection 
(pp. 207-208). 

3. Work in special relation to the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts (pp. 209-216). 

4. Foreign and Colonial legislation (pp. 216-217). 
Addenda: Circulars and Regulations, 1909 (pp. 218? 
232). 

The circulars and regulations quoted or referred to 
in the addenda are almost wholly concerned with the 
importation of foreign meat. Out of a total number of 
thirty-six pages, twenty-five are devoted to matters re
lating to the foreign meat trade. 

I t appears from the annual statement of the Board of 
Trade for 1909 that the total quantity of beef and 
mutton imported into this country, cither fresh, chilled, 
or frozen, was 10,902,360 cwts., or rather more than 
half a million tons. These figures are in themselves 
sufficient to attest the importance of what is, after all, 
but a portion of the trade in imported meats. A 
recently issued trade circular, which deals with the im
ports of frozen meat for 1910, may be usefully quoted, 
as they would seem to be more recent than the official 
figures. (See table on next page.) 

From these figures it appears that about 80 per cent. 
of our imported fresh beef and about 32 per cent. of our 
imported mutton is derived from foreign countries. 
Nearly all our imported pork and about 90 per cent. of 
our imported bacon and hams is of foreign origin; these 
percentages referring to weight alone. In a word, the 
total value of dead meat of all kinds imported into this 
country from all sources in 1910 was £43,905,471, and 
of this the foreigner sends us 68 per cent. by weight, 
while only about 32 per cent. comes from various parts 
of the British Empire. 

These figures require no comment, but are in them
selves sufficient to indicate the great responsibility that 
rests on the inspectors under the Act of 1907. The 
necessity that exists for the most careful and unremit
ting inspection of imported meats by official experts if 
this country is not to be "f looded" with diseased or 
otherwise unsuitable meats is illustrated by numerous 
instances of the condemnation of meats from quarters 
where the uninitiated would be the least likely to sus
pect its presence. Incidentally, these facts also point 
to the attendant difficulties. For instance, out of a re-
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Britsh Empire ... ..... 
Other countries ....... 

T A B L E — ( s e u page I .) 

Beef. 
Fresh. Salted. 
Cwts. f!wt.«. 

1,422,206 
5,593,292 

7,015,49S 

5,357 
82,269 

87,635 

Mutton. 
Fres.Ii. 
Cwts. 

3,029,781 
1,776,242 

5,400,020 

Pork. 
Fresh. Salted. 
Cwts. Cwts. 
11,409 

468.49S 

479,907 

15S 
227,033 

227,191 

Bacon 
and 

Hams. 
Cwts. 
456,354 

-4,126,161 

4,5S2,515 

Meat 
Unenum-

crated. 
Cwls. 
310,464 

1,180,021 

1.520.4SS 

llabbits. 

Cwts. 
C03.76S 

00,422 

064,190 

Total. 

Cwts. 
6,409,510 

13,513,911 

19,983,451 

Total. Percentage 
Value. of 

£, AVeisht. 
12,028,553 
31,876,918 

43,905,471 

32 
OS 

cent consignment of 553 sides of beef from Antwerp " n o 
fewer" than twenty-one were found to be affected with 
tuberculosis. These were landed at the ports of 
Harwich and London. From information supplied by 
the Foreign Office to the Local Government Board, it 
appears that these were the carcases of some Danish 
animals which had been rejected at the German frontier, 
as they had been found to react to the tuberculin test. 
These animals had therefore been sent to Antwerp and 
slaughtered, and thence shipped to England. What 
the German health authorities had very rightly con
sidered to be unfit for Germany was thought by the 
Danish and Belgian traders to be good enough for Eng
land. They were evidently right in their reckoning. 
They only lost 3.8 per cent. of their total consignment 
by rejection, which led to, probably, only a small 
diminution of their profits, if any. But however satis
factory this transaction may appear from the Danish or 
Belgian point of view, it is certainly not satisfactory 
for us. 

The revolting practice of sending veal that had evi
dently been derived from calves killed at birth, or even 
fœtal calves, is referred to. I t was apparently not 
until special attention had been drawn to the matter by 
the Medical Officer of Health for the City of London 
that an arbitrary rule was laid down by the Nether
lands Government that no carcases of calves of less 
weight than 47⅓lb., without skin, head, or intestines, are 
to be exported. 

Under the heading of " P o r k " reference is made to 
carcases of Belgian pigs which had been "frequently 
condemned" on account of tuberculous and other 
disease conditions. Stepney, a district teeming with 
poor, is, it is interesting to note, the district chiefly 
affected in this case. Out of 13,860 carcases, 276 were 
condemned in the early part of 1909. I n February of 
that year the Belgian Government, it is slated, in
formed the Foreign Office that it proposed to make 
special arrangements for the veterinary examination of 
pigs whose flesh was intended for export to the United 
Kingdom, and that it would reject for export all pigs 
ascertained to be suffering from certain scheduled 
diseases, including tuberculosis; that it would appoint 
a special officer to report upon and to supervise all 
establishments where pork was prepared for export, and 
that it would adopt a system of labelling. The Belgian 
label was adopted by our authorities as equivalent to 
an official certificate in September, 1909. So far as this 
goes it is satisfactory, though it should certainly not 
have been our business to acquaint foreign authorities 
with what they should have already known and provided 
against. As Dr. Buchanan very justly remarks, "com
petent examination at the place of slaughter must 
always furnish a more satisfactory means of detecting 
disease in meat than can be afforded by inspection of 
the dressed carcase"—a statement that seems to bear 
strongly and naturally on the next section, which re
lates to uncertified pork. The greater part of this sec

tion is taken up by reference to the uncertified pork 
that has within the last two years reached us in such 
large and increasing quantities from China. U p to the 
present time about 38,000 cwts.* have reached this 
country. I t will be remembered that out of the first 
consignment of 4,643 carcases 391 (or 8.4 per cent.) were 
condemned on account of the existence of tuberculosis. 
Examination for trichina) in this and subsequent con
signments, it is stated, led to negative results. I n 
consequence of the obviously insufficient examination 
that these carcases had undergone at the place of ship
ment, " i t was arranged by the importer" that more 
careful examination for the existence of disease condi
tions should be made in the cases of future consign
ments. I t is interesting to compare this state of affairs 
with that just mentioned in which Belgian pork was con-
corned. In the former case we have a prompt assur
ance by the Government department of a civilised 
country that the fullest precautions should be taken in 
the future. Here we have simply an arrangement by 
presumably financially interested persons that ex
amination for disease shall be more carefully made ; but 
as to this the Report remarks that the further larger con
signments that arrived in this country during the 
months of January and March, 1910, were, as regards 
disease, in an apparently not more "unsatisfactory 
s t a t e " than the first consignment. " T h e medical officer 
at Hankow . . . has informed the Board that a very 
strict examination for tuberculosis had been made." 
We do not, or should not, want unsatisfactory consign
ments of meat at any price, and we venture to call the 
further attention of our authorities to this peculiar state 
of things. The Belgian Government did no more than 
its bare duty towards its neighbour in enforcing new 
and drastic regulations, while this Chinese stuff—which, 
it is interesting, and presumably should be reassuring to 
learn, was raised in the neighbourhood of Tung-ting and 
Lokow, wherever they may be—is allowed to be im
ported into this country in an unsatisfactory state on 
the unofficial assurance of an individual who is presum
ably making a profit out of the business. I t is true that 
our Consul at Hankow assured the authorities on this 
side that the pigs were not scavenger pigs and that they 
had been fed on rice, but this statement was made by 
him apparently in reference to the first consignment 
only. We want a good deal more than this. What is 
sauce for the Belgian goose should also be sauce for the 
Chinese gander. Unless our Consul at Hankow, or the 
medical officer referred to, or some other person be 
officially appointed to make himself responsible for the 
proper condition of this "pork at the place of shipment, it 
seems likely that each future consignment will be not 
"more unsatisfactory" than its predecessors, and in due 
course the time will be ripe for another series of 
" J u n g l e " revelations. The medical officer " h a s also 

* The trade circular quoted above gives the total 
quantity as 38,091 cwts. 
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furnished evidence that trichinosis is a disease very 
rarely met with among the Chinese, who consume large 
quantities of pork." That the Chinese do not suffer un
duly from trichinosis is satisfactory, no doubt, but what 
we want is an official assurance made by a duly qualified 
and reliable person on the other side that each shipment 
of pork consists of the bodies of animals whose housing, 
food, and general treatment during life has been such 
that their flesh will be in all respects fit for us to eat. 
We do not seem to have obtained any such assurance. 
As to whether a person will or will not contract 
trichinosis from infected pig's flesh depends a good deal, 
it would seem, on the method of cooking adopted. We 
read on page 208 of the Report that the two cases of 
trichinosis discovered in 1909 in the Devon and Exeter 
Hospital were due to the flesh of a pig, locally reared 
and killed, whose meat was cooked by baking in such a 
way that the temperature in some parts had not risen 
to 60deg. or 70deg. C.—a temperature which is stated 
to be too low to ensure destruction of trichina). Chinese 
methods of pig-rearing are by no means faultless, and 
our methods of cooking are clearly in some cases in
sufficient. So that between the possibly diseased con
ditions of the Chinese pig and the health of the English 
consumer there is only the vigilance of the Government 
inspector over here.* That the English official experts 
are thoroughly reliable in every way will be readily 
admitted, but it is most unfairly laying a heavy burden 
of responsibility on them to in effect make them answer
able for the ignorance or carelessness of persons in an 
uncivilised country on the other side of the world. 

(To be continued.) 
IMPORTATION OF MILK FROM IRELAND. 

The increased cost of milk production has led to 
an experiment by the wholesale London buyers in im
porting milk from Ireland. Rather than accede to the 
higher prices demanded by the dairy farmers in Berk
shire, Hampshire, and Wiltshire, the Metropolitan 
traders have resolved to force the hand of the British 
producers by drawing supplies from the South of I re
land, and so far the enterprise is reported to have been 
successful. 

Already something like 300 churns of milk are 
despatched daily from the South of Ireland for distri
bution in London on the following day. Provided the 
ordinary rules of cleanliness are observed, milk will 
keep quite well during the interval between produc
tion in Ireland and distribution in London, and 
the development of this traffic will result in benefit 
both to London and to the dairy farmers of Ireland. 
I t does not follow, however, that its continuance 
throughout the summer will be practicable, for in hot 
weather milk is much more susceptible not only to 
depreciation, but to changes which would render it unfit 
for consumption, and the difficulties encountered in the 
English milk traffic in the summer months will be 
intensified in the case of milk exposed for double the 
time in transit. But, assuming that there is no 
insuperable difficulty in the time required for the con
veyance of milk from Wexford to London, English dairy 

farmers have not much to fear from competition in that 
quarter. The addition of 300 churns, or, roughly, 5,000 
gallons, per day is quite insignificant, and it is improb
able that it can be greatly increased. The area in 
Ireland that can be relied upon for the supply of the 
London market is not very extensive, for the port of 
despatch is at an extreme corner, and is inaccessible 
from the great dairying districts in the Midlands and 
the South-West. The railway facilities in Ireland 
will have to be greatly improved before the traffic 
in milk exported to England can he appreciably 
increased. I t would be a great matter for Ireland if 
a business of this nature could be instituted. Butter-
making is practised with success, but as a source of 
profit it is not comparable with the selling of new milk 
even at the lower prices which would be paid to the pro
ducer remote from the central market. Notwithstand
ing the success of the experimental efforts, there is 
little hope for I r i sh farmers of being able to participate 
in the advantages of the insatiable London market, and, 
except the few in the neighbourhood of Wexford, they 
will have to ho content with the 4d. obtainable for 
butter-making, instead of the 6d. or 8d. per gallon 
which the wholesale milk-buyer might be prepared to 
give them. 

Several factors have combined to make the pro
duction of milk more expensive. The price of feeding 
stuffs, which have to be used in large quantities, espe
cially in maintaining a supply of winter milk, has risen 
steadily, though slowly, for several years past. The 
reason for this rise is not very clear, for wo import 
enormous quantities of bran, maize, cakes, and all sorts 
of concentrated materials, and the only possible assump
tion is that the demand has grown more rapidly than 
the supply. We are, of course, producing less at home, 
but the reduction in home-grown stuffs is not sufficient 
to account for the increase in imported materials in 
the past six or eight years. I t was expected that the 
introduction of soya beans, a rich food available in 
great quantities, would have arrested the upward move
ment, even if it did not lower the cost of other stuffs. 
This anticipation, however, has not been fulfilled, and 
the new importation from the Far East is as expensive 
as our imports from America, Egypt, and Russia.— 
The Times. 

ILLEGAL MANUFACTURE OF ARTIFICIAL WINES. 
The Gaceta de Madrid of November 15 publishes a 

decree, issued by the "Minister io de Fomento," which 
aims at counteracting the increasing illegal manufacture 
of artificial wines in Spain. Power is granted to the 
Governors of the provinces to make official visits of 
inspection to any suspected wine-factories in the 
country, the expenses of the necessary analyses falling, 
where guilt is proved, on the manufacturer. 
PROPOSED UNIFORM REGULATIONS IN AUS
TRALIA REGARDING FOODSTUFFS AND DRUGS. 

The Board of Trade have received a report of 
the Inter-State Departmental Conference held at 
Sydney in May and J u n e last, relative to the 
adoption of uniform standards for foods and 
drugs imported into and sold in the various 
States of the Commonwealth of Australia. I t was 
unanimously resolved at the Conference that the deci
sions delivered regarding standards for foods, drugs, 

* That our inspecting authorities considered that pro
longed cold storage would not necessarily destroy 
trichina is shown by the examination for this organism 
that the pork underwent on this side. 
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and for labelling shall be binding on the members of 
the Conference, which included representatives of the 
Commonwealth and all the States with the exception of 
Western Australia. 

The terms of the several resolutions passed by the 
Conference, and the general regulations which it was 
proposed should be adopted, may be seen by British 
traders interested on application at the Commercial 
Intelligence Branch of the Board of Trade, 73, Basing-
hall Street, London, E.C. 

THE LABELLING OF SAGO. 
Food Inspection Decision (No. 128) issued by the 

United States Board of Food and Drug Inspection 
states that, in the opinion of the Board, the name 
" sago , " or "pea r l sago," without qualification, means 
the product obtained from the pith of East Indian 
palm trees, and that starch products of different origin 
will be held to be misbranded under the Food and 
Drugs Act if labelled or offered for sale as "sago ," 
"pear l sago," etc. The prepared starch product derived 
from the root of the cassava plant is tapioca, and should 
be sold and labelled as such. 

The Decision continues to the effect that there is 
also on the United States market an imitation sago 
made from potato starch. Imitation food products are 
misbranded under the Act unless they are labelled so 
as to indicate plainly that they are imitation products 
and unless the word " i m i t a t i o n " is also plainly stated 
on the packages in which imitation products are offered 
for sale. Potato or other starch prepared to resemble 
pearl sago, therefore, should be labelled, for example, 
" Imi ta t ion sago; made from potato starch," the words 
" I m i t a t i o n " and "made from potato s t a rch" being 
declared as plainly and conspicuously as the word 
"sago." The word " I m i t a t i o n " must appear on the 
label, but an equivalent expression may be substituted 
for " m a d e from potato starch," which will indicate 
unmistakably that the product is not made from the 
pith of East Indian palm trees, but is derived from a 
different source. —Board of Trade Journal. 

LABELLING OF WHISKIES SOLD UNDER 
DISTINCTIVE NAMES. 

A decision of the United States Attorney-General 
with regard to the labelling of whisky sold under a 
distinctive name has been promulgated by the United 
States Department of Agriculture as Food Inspection 
Decision No. 127. 

A previous Food Inspection Decision (No. 113) laid 
down that "whiskies of the same or different kinds, 
i.e., straight whisky, rectified whisky, re-distilled 
whisky, and neutral spirits whisky, are like substances, 
and mixtures of such whiskies, with or without harm
less colour or flavour, are blends under the law and 
must be so labelled." Section 8 of the Food and Drugs 
Act, 1906, however, provides that " A n article of food 
which does not contain any added poisonous or dele
terious ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated 
or misbranded . . . in the case of mixtures or com
pounds which may be now or from time to time here
after known as articles of food under their own dis
tinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for 
sale under the distinctive name of another article, if 
the name be accompanied on the same label or brand 
with a statement of the place where said article has 
been manufactured or produced." 

The United States Attorney-General has now decided 
with regard to a certain brand of imported whisky, 
known and sold under the name of "Canadian Club 
Whisky," which was pronounced by the United States 
authorities to be " a mixture of grain distillates, duly 
aged after mixing, without further admixture," that the 
name under which it is sold is distinctive and so 
arbitrary and so fanciful as. to clearly distinguish it 
from all other kinds of whisky or other things, and a 
name which, by common use, has come to mean a sub
stance clearly distinguishable by the public from every
thing else. I n his opinion, therefore, although the 
product in question is a mixture of whiskies, it is un
necessary that the label shall state that it is " a blend 
of whiskies," under the provisions of Food Inspection 
Decision No. 113. 

With regard to the term "distinctive name," as used 
in Section 8 of the Food and Drugs Act, it may be 
well to cite No. 20 of the Rules and Regulations for 
the enforcement of the Act, which is as follows:— 

(a) A "distinctive n a m e " is a trade, arbitrary, or 
fancy name which clearly distinguishes a food product, 
mixture, or compound from any other food product, 
mixture, or compound. 

(b) A distinctive name shall not be one representing 
any single constituent of a mixture or compound. 

(c) A distinctive name shall not misrepresent any pro
perty or quality of a mixture or compound. 

(d) A distinctive name shall give no false indication 
of origin, character, or place of manufacture, nor lead 
the purchaser to suppose that it is any other food or 
drug product.—Board of Trade Journal. 
PLEA FOR AN IMPERIAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 

OF COMMERCE. 
At the December meeting of the United Wards Club 

Mr. Arthur P . Poley, Barrister-at-Law, delivered an 
address on " T h e City and the Promotion of Imperial 
Trade." Mr. Poley, after pointing out that trade 
within the Empire was capable of large increase, said 
that in order to attain that end it was desirable to estab
lish an Imperial Clearing House for commercial ideas. 
In short, it was necessary to get the representatives of 
the Empire to sit round a common table to discuss all 
practical ideas for the promotion of Imperial trade. 
These representatives would be supplied with the fullest 
information, and they would be in a position to advise 
their respective Governments, where practicable, to carry 
the results of their deliberations into execution. He 
submitted not only the expediency, but the necessity, 
of an " Imper ia l Advisory Council." While the United 
Kingdom and the five great portions of the Empire which 
possessed responsible government all possessed Boards 
of Trade of some kind, there was nothing to link them 
up. Where was the Imperial Board of Trade dealing 
with the trade of the Empire as a whole 1 The lecturer 
proceeded to argue that Chambers of Commerce could 
not carry out the work effectively; neither could the 
British Board of Trade and its agents. I t was worthy 
of note that various International Conferences got their 
recommendations adopted in spite of opposing interests. 
He attributed the success thus obtained to the fact tha t 
in such cases delegates of Governments met together, 
and not irresponsible people. Among the present-day 
problems which might be properly brought before such 
a body as he had suggested were questions relating to 
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the transhipment of food, the assimilation of commercial 
laws, the operation of the Merchandise Marks Act, the 
practicability of an Empire trade mark, denoting the 
place of origin of goods as being within the Empire, and 
many other matters—some connected with legislation, 
some with administration, but all of them of great im
portance from the point of view of Empire trade. What 
a benefit it would be to that trade if such a council as 
he suggested could arrive at conclusions which would 
give a uniform law throughout the Empire, dealing with 
the negotiable mercantile instruments (bills of exchange, 
etc.), and a uniform law for the regulation and manage
ment of public companies. 

H e believed that the Imperial Council would, by 
demonstrating the unanimity and promoting an excellent 
spirit throughout the Empire, stand for peace, with 
which the prosperity of the City was bound up. The 
Council tha t he suggested should, ho submitted, be 
placed under a separate Secretary of State for the 
Dominions, and the members should be the representa
tives of the over-sea Governments, nominated by those 
Governments, with such other representatives as the 
Home Government might deem advisable. To this 
Council he would also add ex-Governors-General and 
ex-Governors of British self-governing colonies, the 
value of whose experience should not be lost to the 
Empire. There was nothing to prevent the constitution 
of the Council being altered from time to time to suit 
the lines of Imperial development. 

THE INSANITARY CONDITION OF SMITHFIELD 
MARKET. 

Attention has recently been drawn in the daily Press 
to the existing insanitary condition of Smithfield Meat 
Market. Dr . Lauzen Brown has inspected the market, 
and alleges that scandalous conditions prevail, and that 
the market is dirty, insanitary, and unhygienic to a 
serious degree. In commenting on the matter The 
Sanitary Record observes: " W e are informed that the 
meat, when delivered at the market, is handled by men 
who are smoking and spitting at random, and the meat 
is frequently trailed through masses of dirty sawdust 
and human saliva. When the cutting up has been per
formed some parts of the meat are put on hooks, while 
others are laid on boards which stink from neglected 
old age and rotting serum, while other parts are merely 
thrown on the dirty floor of the market to await further 
developments. I t is stated that the trucks on which 
the meat is sometimes carried are apparently never 
washed, all parts, save the handles, being covered with 
an accumulation of dirty grease, and smell abominably. 
We are led to ask ourselves, have we Upton Sinclair 
among us, stirring up our insanitary methods of deal
ing with public supplies? The method of dealing with 
meat in London is parallel with the shocking conditions 
of the meat canning industry of Chicago. The general 
practice is to sweep the market every night, but the 
meat which hangs upon the hooks is not covered up 
against the cloud of sawdust and filth which rises. 
The floors are scraped but once a week, while the 
under sides of the large blocks on which the meat is 
cut up are never washed. Such is the condition of 
affairs that the stench from these blocks is terrible—a 
fact which is quite easily understood when we remem
ber that for years they have collected the drippings 
from carcases cut up on them. Apart from the insani

tary conditions of the building and the fitments con
tained therein, the market is infested with ra ts , who 
every night have a great feast off the meat left over 
for the next day's sale. The work of destruction by 
the army of rats is a disastrous matter for the sales
men, but it is far worse for the consumer. After an 
inspection of the floor of the market, which is in an 
insanitary condition, having a network of open cracks 
and crevices to harbour dir t and germs, it is time 
the whole of the market floor was re-paved, if no other 
precautions were taken to improve the conditions of 
the building. After a careful inspection of the build
ing we have formed the opinion that the market is 
totally unsuited for the purpose it is used for. I t is 
planned and constructed on lines entirely contrary to 
the present-day principles of construction to meet the 
requirements of its use. The internal surfaces of the 
walls are of such a character that they will not permit 
of a thorough cleansing; the floors are ill-drained—in 
fact, the whole of the building is in need of a thorough 
survey and restoration. We have on many occasions 
drawn attention in these columns to the sale of foods 
in the streets, and the displaying of meat on the out
side of shops, which is handled by women over and 
over again before it is purchased; but if we cannot 
have greater cleanliness at the main depot, how can 
we look for hygienic methods being adopted by the 
retailer? We shall look forward to a full inquiry 
by the Corporation of the City of London and steps 
being at once taken to remedy what stands out as a 
striking disgrace to the City of London.'' 

BORIC ACID IN SAUSAGES. 
The Public Analyst for Hove in a recent quarterly 

report points out that boric acid is now frequently used 
in the manufacture of sausages, and he states that in 
none of the samples submitted to him had this 
ingredient acted as a preservative, while its use was 
deleterious to health. The same remarks applied to 
salmon and shrimp pastes. 

PREPARED BREAKFAST FOODS. 
I n an article which recently appeared in the Popular 

Science Monthly, Professor E . H . S. Bailey, of Kansas 
University, observes that one of the most conspicuous 
illustrations of the tendency to allow the manufacturer 
to reap, to say the least, a largo profit, because the 
consumer wants to buy his food " ready prepared," is 
the fad of making the breakfast to a great extent of 
the newly invented "breakfast cereals." A few years 
ago the people did not know the meaning of these 
words, and now they are common in the most modest 
bill of fare. Since these foods are made mostly from 
wheat, corn, and oats, it is absurd to suppose that the 
claims of some of the manufacturers are true, when 
they say that these foods are in every way better than 
the original grains from which they are made—in fact, 
that the process of manufacturing is a proteid-concen-
trating process. Analysis has shown that the amount 
of so-called "p red iges ted" or " m a l t e d " material in 
these foods is small at most, and aside from the dextrin 
which is formed largely by dry heat, just as bread is 
toasted or potatoes are browned in frying, these 
" m a l t e d " foods are little better than crackers or bread. 
I t is a question, anyway, whether the normal stomach 
welcomes the appearance of predigested food; it is 
provided by nature with "appara tus and chemicals" 
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necessary for the digestion of food, and why should 
the work be taken away from it? 

SANITARY CONDITIONS IN PLACES WHERE 
FOOD IS PREPARED. 

One is often obsessed with the apparent hopeless
ness of combating disease when one realises the innu
merable sources of infection to which our food is 
exposed. The hands of the milkmaid and the baker, 
the cans containing the milk, the shops, clean and dirty, 
dispensing it, the benches on which meat is cut or fish 
cleaned, are all potential factors in the spread of dis
ease. The maintenance of these possible sources of 
infection in a proper condition of cleanliness depends 
so much on the knowledge and conscientiousness of indi
viduals that it is practically impossible to enforce any 
public regulations that will eliminate their dangers. 
Such regulations, however, may be useful in two ways: 
they remove gross nuisances, and they make those who 
prepare or sell food realise in some degree what is 
required of them by pointing out their responsibilities. 
The Public Heal th Department of Kensington, acting 
under the powers conferred by the London County 
Council, has taken a move in the right direction. Find
ing that some of the general shops where milk was sold 
also carried on the sale of beer, coal blocks, and other 
objectionable articles, and were small, dirty, and ill-
ventilated, it removed them from the register. Pursuing 
their investigations into the state of eating-houses, fried 
fish shops, and bakehouses, the officials of the Depart
ment discovered defective drains in a certain number 
of water-closets communicating with places where food 
was stored. They insisted on having these conditions 
rectified, and closed such establishments as failed to 
comply with their suggestions. The substitution of 
some impervious material which could be easily cleaned 
for the wooden benches on which meat was cut and 
fish gutted was also successfully carried out. Several 
bakehouses were found to be admitting air through 
apertures situated about the level of the pavement, thus 
necessarily contaminating the dough with dust from 
the streets. The Public Health authorities have a large 
field of labour in the supervision of conditions such as 
the above, but it is one which would yield far-reaching 
and beneficial fruits on systematic investigation and 
culture.—The Medical Press. 

PURE BEER. 
At the annual Conference of the North-Eastern Agri

cultural Federation, Mr. John Prentice, grain merchant, 
Berwick, brought forward a motion in favour of " P u r e 
Beer." The motion was in the following t e rms : " T h a t 
the beverage called beer shall be made solely from barley-
malt and hops, and not more than fifteen per cent. of 
sugar." I n speaking to this motion Mr. Prentice argued 
in favour of the barley grower and beer consumer being 
protected in the same way as the farmer is protected 
by the Fertil isers and Feeding Stuffs Act, and the con
sumer of milk is protected by the Sale of Milk 
Regulations. 

ASSOCIATION OF CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE 
At the fifty-first annual meeting of the Association 

of Chambers of Commerce, which will be held on 
March 14, 15, and 16, the following resolutions among 
many others are to be submitted to the meet ing:— 

MISREPRESENTATION IN TRADE. 
That in view of the tendency to misdescribe and mis

represent to purchasers the nature, origin, quality, 
quantity and value of goods offered for sale, and also of 
the apparent inadequacy of the existing law, and of the 
means of enforcing it in the interests of fair dealing, 
the Executive Council be requested to represent to His 
Majesty's Government the need for preventive action by 
amendment of the law and otherwise. 

FALSE MARKING OF GOODS. 
Whereas the interests of British manufacturers are 

seriously injured by the prevalent practice of marking 
goods of continental origin with English names and 
phrases of a nature to lead to the false supposition that 
they are British goods, and whereas the municipal law 
of France is inadequate to secure for British manu
facturers the protection against this practice to which 
they are entitled under the Madrid Convention of 1 8 9 1 ; 

I t is resolved that His Majesty's Government ho in
vited to negotiate with the French Government with 
a view to obtaining such protection for British marks 
in F rance ; and that his Majesty's Government be 
further requested to make, in any future treaties or 
arrangements, the protection of foreign marks in the 
United Kingdom conditional upon a reciprocal pro
tection being extended to Brit ish marks in the country 
where such foreign marks originate. 

FOOD STANDARDS. 
Under this heading the Standard states that the 

Local Government Board have a t present under serious 
consideration the question of applying to Parliament 
for powers to enable them to fix definite and legal stan
dards for food and drink sold in this country. All the 
technical advisers of the board to whom this matter was 
referred are agreed as to the need for this measure 
to cope with the widespread abuses which exist, and 
other countries, notably the United States, Canada, and 
Australia, having already given a lead in the matter. 
At present proceedings are primarily based on that 
clause in the Food and Drugs Act, 1875, which provides 
that " n o person shall sell, to the prejudice of the pur
chaser, any article of food which is not of the nature, 
substance, and quality of the article demanded by such 
purchaser." The difficulty experienced, however, is to 
prove what is the "na tu re , substance, and quality." 
Hence the cases which so frequently come before the 
magistrates—"What is b r a n d y ? " " W h a t is whisky?" 
" W h a t is cocoa?" " W h a t is marmalade?" and so forth. 
This cumbrous and costly procedure, which always 
favours the big firms, acts as a deterrent on the local 
authorities in carrying out the Act and encourages the 
practices of substitution and adulteration. Besides this 
there are hundreds of artificial products the composi
tion of which is indefinite and entirely a t the discretion 
of the individual t rader, and against which, under the 
vague clauses of the Food and Drugs Act, no prosecu
tion could possibly lie. Fo r instance, to take a very 
homely article of everyday use, who can tell what a 
6ausage is or what its component parts should be, or 
their proportion to one another? Again, the Act can be 
evaded or "contracted out of" altogether by the simple 
plan of putting up a notice to the effect that the genuine
ness or purity of the article sold is not guaranteed, 
which means that the State affords the purchaser abso-
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lutely no protection, and tha t he must eat or drink at his 
own risk. The object of this very commonly used 
notice, often found in some obscure place, is to meet the 
charge of selling " t o the pre judice" of the purchaser, 
and " t o comply," as it is professed, "wi th the require
ments of the Food and Drugs Ac t" ! Another impor
t an t aspect of the question is concerned with the use 
of chemical preservatives and colouring matters. So 
far hack as the year 1899, Mr. Henry Chaplin, then 
President of the Local Government Board, appointed 
a committee, presided over by Sir Herbert Maxwell, to 
inquire into this matter. Their report contains some 
curious revelations as to the extent to which this prac
tice prevails and the injury resulting therefrom to the 
public health, but to this day no legislative effect has 
been given to their important recommendations. 
Dangerous and sometimes actually poisonous drugs are 
used for preserving and colouring purposes, and the 
local authorities, unless they can prove—a very difficult 
thing to do in many cases—that the purchaser is "p re 
judiced," are powerless to obtain a conviction. I t is a 
peculiar feature of our food laws that fraud is never 
punished for itself, but only when i t is proved to affect 
the health or the pocket of the purchaser. 
Salicylic acid is used in ginger wines, lima juice cordials, 
cider, bottled beer, sherry, port, jams, etc. Formalin 
has been found in cream, temperance drinks, etc. 
Copper sulphate has been used to colour peas and other 
vegetables. Borax and boric acid are employed in 
almost everything liable to decomposition, and nearly 
all our imported butter, except what comes from Den
mark, where the use of boric acid is absolutely pro
hibited, is dosed in this way. Nearly all the profes
sional witnesses called before this committee strongly 
deprecated the unregulated use of preservatives, and 
Sir Lauder Brunton stated that it was a serious matter 
that a medical man should prescribe a daily dose of any 
drug to a patient who may, unknown to himself and 
the physician, be consuming an indefinite quantity of 
the same drug in his food. No nation has so many dys
peptics as England, and this fact is regarded by com
petent authorities as largely due to the prevalence of 
" d r u g g e d " food and drink. 

Some time ago a case was tried where a firm of pro
vision dealers was summoned for selling sausages con
taining 41 grains per pound of boric acid, and the 
Public Analyst mentioned that one-tenth of all the 
samples he analysed contained this preservative. The 
magistrate, Mr. Cluer, remarked that it was a well-known 
fact that butchers and others dealing with meat washed 
it with formalin, and it would keep good for two months. 
A prosecution under the Food and Drugs Acts can only 
hope to succeed when the quantity of preservative used 
in some particular case is unusually l a rge ; but no 
account is taken of the aggregate effect of small doses 
in our daily food. Under any system of standards that 
may be set up, the use of chemical preservatives would 
be subject to regulation and control ; many, if not all, 
would undoubtedly be absolutely prohibited; but in any 
case where allowed to be used, the fact would be indi
cated on the label. Perhaps the mo6t widespread evil, 
due largely to the craze for cheapness, consists of what 
is called " subs t i t u t i on" ;—the selling of imitation and 
inferior articles under the distinctive name of the 

genuine article. All respectable merchants reprobate 
these practices, but, unfortunately, many of them are 
forced under the stress of competition to follow the 
example of their less scrupulous rivals so long as the 
law allows such things to continue. This is, perhaps, 
one of the worst features of the looseness of the Food 
and Drugs Acts;—commercial morality is sensibly 
lowered. I t does not follow that the sale of imitation 
articles would be prohibi ted; but, where the standard 
is departed from, such goods would be properly marked 
or labelled in such a way as not to deceive the pur
chaser. These are some of the reasons why the Local 
Government Board is being urged to take action to 
obtain specific standards prescribing what food and 
drink must, as well as must not, contain. While pro
tecting the consumer, there is no reason why these stan
dards, if reasonable in character, should not be accepted 
by manufacturers and dealers. The aim is to lay down 
minimum limits or standards of purity rather than 
maximum requirements. I t is apparent that the task 
of fixing standards is a formidable one, and may well, if 
Parl iament gives the authority, take three years to com
plete. I t will be necessary, even when the standards are 
decided on, to set up a permanent court of reference to 
which all questions may be referred. This addition to 
the departmental machinery was recommended by the 
Select Committee on Food Products Adulteration, and 
by the subsequent Committee on Food Preservatives, 
above referred to.—The Standard. 

DR. G. S. BUCHANAN'S REPORT. 
The Times observes that a highly important section of 

the Report of the Medical Officer of the Local Govern
ment Board for the year 1909-10, and one illustrative 
of the manner in which the action of the Board stands 
between the public and dangers of which they are often 
unconscious, is furnished by the account given by D R . 
BUCHANAN of the operations of the food inspectors, who 
under his directions have made local inquiries and re
ports regarding the examination and control of foods in 
port sanitary districts, and also as to the administration 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts and their applica
tion to various articles. The food supplies of this 
country are so largely obtained from abroad as to render 
it highly desirable that supervision should be exercised 
over their wholesomeness as they arrive in bulk at our 
po r t s ; and this is accomplished by the action taken by 
the Board under the Public Health (Regulations as to 
Food) Act of 1907. The experience already gained in 
the administration of this Act shows that the regulations 
made in accordance with its provisions have in many 
instances prevented unsound or unwholesome foods from 
passing into consumption, and that the exercise of their 
new powers by the sanitary authorities concerned has 
had a marked effect in improving the condition in which 
food arrives at our ports. I n regard to meat, care has 
been taken to obtain as much information as possible re
garding the procedure of foreign countries for regulating 
the production of meat intended for export to the 
United Kingdom; because, where this procedure is tho-
roughly satisfactory, and due control is exercised by 
Government inspectors in the country of production or 
at the port of shipment, the trade can be carried on at 
a minimum of inconvenience to all concerned. The 
question is at present one of paramount importance, be
cause large changes are taking place in the relative 
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meat-exporting capacity of the countries from which the 
bulk of our imported meat products have in the past 
been obtained, and new sources of supply in different 
parts of the world are being actively developed. The 
existence of an efficient system of inspection on impor
tation has necessarily a special value and importance 
in cases where there are no satisfactory methods of con
trol over the preparation of meat in the country of 
origin. With regard to other products, D R . BUCHANAN 
points out that it is often difficult to stop misleading 
descriptions and false labelling of foods, and to repress 
various trade customs which result in debasing the 
quality or purity of staple articles. For general guid
ance in these matters a comprehensive inquiry is often 
required, and DR. BUCHANAN gives an account of the in
quiries of this nature, relating to artificial "vinegar ," 
reconstructed "mi lk , ' ' the adulteration of margarine 
with paraffin, the facing of rice, the contamination of 
canned foods by metals, the "preservat ives" in cream, 
and the sale as genuine " b r a n d y " of spirits in which the 
proportion of " e t h e r s " had been artificially adjusted by 
the aid of essences prepared for the purpose. Inquiries 
of the same nature are now in progress in relation to 
condensed milk, the composition of foods for infants, 
and the chemical treatment of flour; and experimental 
work for these purposes has been facilitated by the pro
vision of a chemical laboratory at the Board's offices. 

PARLIAMENTARY. 
QUEENSLAND MEAT. 

I n the House of Commons, on November 23, Mr. 
BOTTOMLEY asked the President of the Local Govern
ment Board whether his attention had been called to 
the discovery of a worm in the carcases of beasts 
imported for human food from Queensland; and what 
steps were being taken to protect the public against the 
supply of such meat. 

Mr. B U R N S : This matter has engaged my attention for 
some time past. The steps which are being taken by 
port sanitary authorities under the recent Food Regula
tions have afforded, and do afford, protection to the 
public. 

SCIENTIFIC ARTICLES AND 
REPORTS. 

COMPOSITION OF COFFEE. 
K. Gorter has for some years been investigating the 

chemical constituents of coffee, and has obtained some 
interesting results with the Liberian variety of the 
berry. Caffeine does not exist free in coffee, but is 
combined with potassium and chlorogenic acid. This 
compound has been isolated in a pure state, in colour
less prismatic crystals grouped in bundles. The formula 
is C32H26O19K2(C8H10N4O2)2 + 2H2O. I t decomposes with
out melting at about 225 degrees C. The compound 
is obtained by percolating Liberian coffee with 66 per 
cent. alcohol. The percolate thus obtained contains a 
gummy substance, which is precipitated by the addition 
of 95 per cent. alcohol. On then concentrating the 
alcoholic solution in vacuo to a syrup, the double chloro-
genate crystallises out. I t is purified by recrystallis-

ing from 60 per cent. alcohol. The yield is 3.3 per 
cent. The salt is scarcely decomposed by dry chloro
form, but easily parts with its caffeine to that solvent 
in the presence of water. This explains why dry coffee 
only yields about one-tenth of its caffeine to prolonged 
extraction with chloroform, but readily gives up the 
whole of i ts alkaloid to that solvent in two or three 
hours in the presence of water. The chlorogenic acid 
from coffee, C32H28O12, crystallises from water in 
small colourless needles, melting point 206-207 degrees 
C . ; it is lævorotatory, aD.—33.1 degrees. I t is hydro-
lysed by alkalies forming caffeic and quinic acids, 
according to the equation— 

C32H38O19 + H2O = 2C9H8O4 + 2C7H12O6. 
Besides this, t he mother liquors, after separating the 
potassium caffeine chlorogenate, yield another acid, 

crystallising from alcohol in orthorhombic 
colourless crystals, melting at 255 degrees C. I t is 
sparingly soluble in water, and in strong alcohol; its 
taste is sweetish. I t furnishes iso-valerianic acid when 
heated with acids or alkalies. I t has been named 
coffalic acid. I n addition to these constituents Liberian 
coffee contains citric acid, trigonelline, a pectin, and 
an oxydase. The so-called caffetannic acid of other 
investigators is a mixture of chlorogenic and coffalic 
acids with other substances.—(Liebig's Annalen, 358, 
327; 359, 217; 362, 237; J. Pharm. Chim., 1910, 
2, 69) through the Pharmaceutical Journal. 

REVIEWS. 
" F o o d and Feeding in Health and Disease." By Chal

mers Watson, M.D., F .R .C.P . (Messrs. Oliver and 
Boyd, 1, Tweeddale Court, Edinburgh. Price 10s. 6d. 
net.) 
The avowed object of this book is to provide a com

plete and practical epitome for the dietetic student, 
and it may be said that the author has successfully 
accomplished his task. The work is written in a 
somewhat popular style, and a good deal of the 
information given is of an elementary nature. The 
book contains some thirty-two chapters, dealing with 
such questions as Digestion, Absorption and Meta
bolism of Foods—Daily amount of Food required 
—Composition and Characters of different kinds of 
Foods and Beverages—Patent and Proprietary Foods 
—Diet at different Periods of Life—Effects of 
Under-feeding and Over-feeding—Dietary in Diseases 
of the Digestive Organs—Dietary in Fevers and other 
Diseases—and Special Diet cures. The author points 
out that it is essential that the student of dietetics 
should be well instructed in the elements of physiology, 
the nature of foods, the normal laws of feeding, as well 
as in the causes by which the action of these laws is 
modified, and he has here attempted to present this 
information concisely, and applied, so far as possible, 
to the everyday requirements of the medical practi
tioner. The book contains a certain number of useful 
analyses, which the author has collected from various 
sources, showing the chemical composition of a number 
of foods. We strongly disagree with the opinion put 
forward by the author, that such preservatives as sali
cylic acid, formalin, borax, and sulphurous acid are 
harmless in minute doses, but injurious in the amounts 
that are occasionally present, and we find it difficult 
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to reconcile such a statement with the opinions set 
forth in other parts of the book. The appendix con
tains some very good illustrations, and the book is 
furnished with an excellent index. 
" Who's Who, 1911." (Messrs. A. and C. Black, Soho 

Square, London, W.C. Pr ice 10s. net.) 
The value and interest of this publication are so well 

known that it is not necessary to do more than remind 
those who find it to be indispensable as a book of refer
ence that the edition for 1911 has been published. The 
book has again been enlarged, and contains 2,246 pages 
of concise and well-written biographies. I n view of the 
moderate price of the book, it should be in great de
mand. I t is admirably printed and attractively bound. 

" The Successful Home Cook," by Lucy H . Yates, 
2s. 6d. net. (Messrs. Rebman, Ltd., 129, Shaftes
bury Avenue, London, W.C.) 
This book, the author points out in the preface, is 

specially written for the benefit of the home cook with 
limited means. In addition to giving a number of 
cooking recipes, the book contains several chapters 
upon such subjects as the proper equipment and super
vision of the kitchen and cooking utensils, the proper 
storage of food, a, comparison of the merits of cooking 
by roasting, boiling, grilling, etc. The book should 
prove to be of considerable value to those for whom it 
is intended. 

" Diet and the Maximum Duration of Life," by Charles 
Reinhardt , M.D., price 1s. net. (The London Pub
licity Company, Ltd., 379, Strand, W.C.) 
The principal object of this book is to afford informa

tion in regard to the proper regulation of diet. I n 
the preliminary chapter the author deals with the ques
tion of diet in relation to auto-intoxication, and 
observes tha t the ordinary practising medical man 
seldom displays any readiness to prescribe in strict 
detail a special dietary, a fact which is probably duo 
to a want of practical knowledge of the subject. I n 
subsequent chapters the author discusses the sour milk 
treatment and the dietetic values and advantages of 
various kinds of foods. 

LAW REPORTS. 
BEER. 

The Addition of Saccharin to Beer. 
At the Bow Street Police Court, on January 13, 

before Mr. Curtis Bennett, Ernest John Beale, of the 
Prince George of Cumberland public-house, Albany 
Street, St. Pancras, was summoned for adding to beer 
he intended to sell a solution containing saccharin, 
and with having in his possession a certain solution 
containing saccharin. Mr. C. E. Fitzroy, who sup
ported the summons on behalf of the Customs and 
Excise, said that saccharin was 500 times sweeter 
than sugar, and its use in beer was prohibited, 
as it would displace or supplant the brewing sugars. 
These sugars paid beer duty, and if only saccharin 
were used it would be impossible to ascertain 
the gravity and the amount of duty payable. On 
September 3 Mr. A. W. Cope, an Inspector of Customs 
and Excise, took samples of the defendant's beers, and 

in a cellar he found a gallon jar containing a dark 
sweet solution, which proved to contain saccharin. 
Mr. James H. Robbins, analyst at the Somerset House 
Laboratory, said tha t the solution in question consisted 
of caramel and saccharin. I t was capable of increasing 
the gravity of beer, and he considered it had been used 
to cover a little dilution. A little additional sweetness 
sometimes caused a man to think he was drinking a 
stronger beer than he really was. Mr. Margetts (for the 
defendant) said that a man had for many years been 
supplying some of the licensed victuallers of London 
with what was called "Smi th ' s Spirits Perfector," 
which was supposed to have a marvellous effect upon 
whiskey, brandy, and rum. So long as the strength 
of the spirits was kept up no offence was committed 
by using the " P e r f e c t o r " ; but the publicans who used 
it had no idea that it contained saccharin. Some time ago 
the defendant was informed that the " P e r f e c t o r " was 
a good thing for mild ale and porter that had become 
flat, and he used it for these beers, not knowing that 
he was doing wrong. The solution was not added to 
cheat the Revenue, but to make the beer more tasty. 
Mr. Curtis Bennet t : I t makes the beer sweeter, and a 
man wants more to drink as he goes on.—Mr. Margetts 
said his client was prepared to give an undertaking not 
to use the solution again. The magistrate imposed 
fines and costs amounting to £23 9 s . — C h a r l e s Wil
liam Johns, of the Grosvenor Arms, Page Street, West
minster ; Henry Walter Seear, of the Red Lion, Roso-
man Street, Clerkenwell; and Charles Roberts, of the 
Lord Somers public-house, Stibbington Street, St. 
Pancras, were summoned for similar alleged offences. 
Mr. Ricketts, who appeared for Roberts, said a man was 
prowling about London enticing publicans to use the 
preparations objected to, and he thought the Inland 
Revenue authorities should seriously consider whether 
he was not the person who ought to be proceeded against. 
This man led his client to believe that he could use his 
preparation without the slightest objection. H e did 
not inform him that it contained saccharin or anything 
likely to defraud the Revenue. The cost of the solu
tion was 14s. per gallon, and its use represented a 
profit to the licensed victualler of 6d. on a hogshead of 
ale. I t was put into the beer to appeal to the palate 
of the consumer, and not for the purpose of increasing 
his thirst. Johns was ordered to pay fines and costs 
amounting to £23 9s. Seear and Roberts were each 
directed to pay fines of £22 10s. and £ 3 9s. costs. 

BUTTER. 
94 per cent. of Margarine. " A r r a n g e m e n t " Suggested. 

At the Enfield Police Court, on December 20, Arthur 
Hayes, of Enfield Highway, was summoned by the Mid
dlesex County Council for selling butter which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. The 
sample was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 
94 per cent. of margarine. An Inspector under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts stated that a few days 
after the sample was taken defendant called upon him 
and said that no proceedings must be taken, and that 
the matter "could be arranged." Mr. Fairbairn, 
solicitor, for the defendant, said the suggestion as to 
the arrangement was not intended to be a suggestion 
of an objectionable character. Defendant was under 
the impression that prosecutions could sometimes be 
obviated by paying a penalty beforehand. The Chair-
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man (Colonel Bowles): You are referring to certain 
Revenue cases. The public must clearly understand 
tha t there is no method by which cases of this kind 
can be settled beforehand. A previous conviction was 
proved and defendant was fined £ 2 and costs. The 
Chairman remarked that it was a very dangerous thing 
to " a p p r o a c h " public officials. 

BUTTER. 
100 per cent. Margarine—Full Penalty. 

At the Old Street Police Court, on January 11, before 
Mr. Cluer, Louis Kramer, egg and butter dealer, of 
Wentworth Street, Stepney, answered a summons for 
selling to the prejudice of the purchaser an article, 
viz., " but ter ," which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded. He also answered a second 
summons under the Margarine Act for wrapping the 
article in plain paper. Mr. Young, solicitor, appeared 
on behalf of the Stepney Borough Council, who insti
tuted the proceedings. Mr. Margetts, solicitor, watched 
the case on behalf of a third person, and Mr. Osborne, 
solicitor, defended. Mr. Young said the two present 
summonses against the defendant were really the out
come of one which was heard during the previous week 
against another person, and it was in consequence of 
information then given that the present proceedings had 
been taken. The defendant was in a large way of 
business and supplied a number of small shopkeepers, 
and it was after one of these had been " s a m p l e d " that 
these proceedings were considered necessary. On De
cember 8 an agent of an Inspector under the Acts was 
sent to the defendant's premises, and he asked for "1 lb . 
of tenpenny butter ." The article was supplied to the 
agent wrapped in plain paper, and was placed in a paper 
bag bearing the defendant's name and address, and a 
list, headed " P u r e butter, salt or mild. Pine Dorset, 
1 s . ; finest Bri t tany, 1s . ; very finest Brit tany, 1s. 2d.; 
dairy, 8d. and 10d. per lb. All warranted absolutely 
pure." The article was at once handed to the Inspector, 
who divided it in the manner prescribed by the Act, 
and the Public Analyst's certificate stated that the 
sample submitted consisted entirely of margarine. 
Evidence was called proving that butter was asked for, 
and the Public Analyst's certificate was produced show
ing the article to be margarine. Mr. Osborne, in a 
lengthy argument for the defence, said it was well 
understood that when " t e n p e n n y " was asked for, i t 
was understood that margarine was supplied. His 
client had been in the present business for five years 
and had never been summoned before. He denied that 
" b u t t e r " had been asked for. The defendant then 
entered the witness-box and gave corroborative evidence. 
Mr. Cluer: Well, how about these bags?—holding up 
one of defendant's, which bore the list of prices, etc. 
Mr. Osborne: They are old ones. The defendant had 
ordered some new ones without that list, as he knew 
butter could not be sold at that price. Mr. Cluer (to 
the defendant): You will pay the maximum penalty— 
£20 and 3 guineas costs, or two months' imprisonment. 
Costs only were imposed in regard to the second 
summons. 

BUTTER. 
70 grains of Boric Acid per Pound. 

At East Ham Police Court, on January 12, 
before Mr. Grubbe, James Peter Gray, provision dealer, 
100, Plashett Lane, East Ham, was summoned for sell

ing butter which was certified by the Public Analyst 
to contain 1 per cent. of boric acid, or 70 grains of 
boric acid per pound. Mr. W. Ricketts appeared to 
prosecute and Mr. F . W. Beck (Neve, Beck, and Kirby) 
defended. For the prosecution, Mr. Ricketts said that 
so far as the fats were concerned the butter was pure, 
but 1 per cent. of boric acid was " a very l a r g e " dose, 
and equal to 70 grains to 1lb. The question of pre
servatives had been under consideration for some time, 
and a Departmental Committee had been appointed upon 
the matter, with the result that they recommended that 
if boric acid be allowed at all in but ter it should not, 
at any rate, be allowed in a greater proportion than 
0.5 per cent., or 35 grains of preservative, as boric acid, 
to the pound of butter. The Public Analyst for the 
County gave evidence in support of his certificate. Out 
of 200 samples of butter he analysed during the past 
quarter he only found four samples which contained 
more than one-half per cent. of boric acid. Mr. Ricketts: 
We have heard that this is French but te r ; would it 
require 70 grains to 1lb. to preserve i t? Witness: Oh, 
no!—Mr. Beck: You agree that this is added for the 
purpose of preservation?—I should think so. I t would 
not be added to increase the weight or bulk.—Dr. 
Thresh, the County Medical Officer, said that in his 
opinion 70 grains of preservative to the pound was ex
cessive and objectionable.—Mr. Beck, for the defence, 
contended that the butter had not been sold to the pre
judice of the purchaser. He also said that the Public 
Analyst's certificate did not disclose any offence, and 
if that was so the prosecution must fail. The certificate 
merely said that the butter contained 1 per cent. of 
boric preservative; and it did not allege that this 
amount was in excess of that usually found in butter. 
He contended that butter was authorised to contain 
preservative, and if i t was in such a quantity as to be 
injurious to health, then the summons should have been 
taken out under Section 3 of the Food and Drugs Act 
and not under Section 6.—Mr. Ricketts contended that 
boric acid was an ingredient foreign to butter, and 
therefore the Public Analyst had stated all that was 
necessary in his certificate.—The Magistrate said he 
would consider the points raised and give his decision on 
February 2.—The Grocer. 

CHOCOLATE. 
At the King's Heath Police Court on January 7, 

Annie Bennett, 408, Pershore Road, Selly Park, was 
summoned at the instance of the King's Norton and 
Northfield Urban District Council for selling chocolate 
which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded by the purchaser. The sample was certified 
by the Public Analyst to consist of whole shelled pea
nuts, sugar, insoluble residue, and moisture, and to 
contain no chocolate whatever. Mr. H . E. Swallow pro
secuted on behalf of the District Council, and Mr. Mar
shall Freeman (instructed by Messrs. Jeffery, Wild, and 
Lovatt) defended. For the prosecution it was stated tha t 
the Chief Inspector of Nuisances, Mr. A. E. Bonham, see
ing a card on a dish in defendant's shop window bearing 
the words in bold print, "Delicious Milk Chocolate, 
4ozs. a 1d.," entered and asked for half a pound of nut 
milk chocolate. Asked by defendant's sister which kind 
ho wanted, ho said "cheap," and was served from a box 
behind the counter, which ho was told contained the same 
article as that in the dish in the window. He notified his 
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intention of having it analysed. The defendant came 
from a back room, and said the article was not pure, but 
was sold as an imitation. H e said it was not marked as 
such, and she produced a card on which, by close exami
nation, was seen the word " I m i t a t i o n " in very small 
letters, so small that it was alleged they were not legible 
from the outside of the window. I t was suggested that 
this was a case where the public would be likely to be 
deceived. The analysis showed that the ingredients were 
harmless, but that the article contained no chocolate. 
In answer to Mr. Swallow, the Inspector said he thought 
the chocolate he saw and asked for might be injurious 
and inferior, and ho thought i t was a cheap form of nut 
milk chocolate. Mr. Freeman contended tha t after 
those questions there was an end of the case, on the 
dictum of the Lord Chief Ju s t i c e . The Inspector went, 
on his own showing, to purchase what he expected would 
be an inferior article, and perhaps injurious to health, 
and he knew perfectly well what stuff he would buy 
at the price. The Clerk said he went in expecting to 
buy nut milk chocolate. Mr. Freeman contended tha t 
there was still no case. There was no legal standard for 
chocolate. If the Bench knew what chocolate was he 
must ask them to state a case. There was no evidence 
to show what chocolate was. After considerable argu
ment the Bench over-ruled Mr. Freeman, and the case 
for the defence proceeded. The defendant and her 
sister gave evidence. They said the Inspector ap
peared to t reat the matter lightly after being shown 
the card which was supplied by the wholesaler, and 
being informed that the confection was not made at 
homo. Mr. Freeman, addressing the Bench, admitted 
that it would be well for the word " I m i t a t i o n " to be 
printed larger, hu t that would not affect the sale, for 
no ordinary adult would be deceived when buying so 
cheaply, and to the child it would not make the slightest 
difference whether it was imitation or not. The Chair
man (Mr. C. P . Lane) said the Bench were unanimously 
of the opinion that there should be a conviction. They 
did not wish to impose a heavy penalty, and defendant 
would be fined £ 1 and costs. 

COCOA. 
33 per cent. of Shell. 

At the South-Western Police Court, on December 21, 
Henry Digby Harrod, grocer, of Mitcham Road, Toot
ing, was summoned by the Wandsworth Borough Coun
cil for selling cocoa which was not of the nature, sub
stance, and quality demanded. The sample was certi
fied by the Public Analyst to contain 33 per cent. of 
extraneous shell. Mr. Burton Ward, prosecuting for 
the Council, said that with the cocoa there was a label 
stating tha t this cocoa was made with the produce of 
cocoa beans. The question was, was it so made? I t 
must be assumed from the analysis that the cocoa 
contained the shell of the cocoa bean, as distinct 
from the bean, and the shell of many beans. I n the 
preparation of the best cocoa there was no shell 
used. Mr. Newell, Inspector under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts, who made the purchase, said he paid 
at the rate of 1s. a pound for the cocoa. Genuine cocoa 
could be obtained at that price Defendant produced 
the invoice, showing the purchase of the cocoa for shop 
purposes, and said he thought ho was buying a genuine 
article. Dr. P . Caudwell Smith, the Medical Officer 
of Heal th for the Borough, gave medical evidence. The 

defendant called his manager, Mr. Miles, who said he 
had been so employed for three years. He bought the 
article as pure, and sold it as pure. Defendant: We 
bought it in good faith and sold it in good faith. Mr. 
Burton Ward said the Council did not ask for a heavy 
penalty, but retailers must understand that an article 
of this kind could not be sold as pure cocoa. Mr. 
Garrett said it was extremely likely that the defendant 
had no personal knowledge of the matter. He would 
have his remedy against the firm for breach of contract. 
A fine of £ 1 and 12s. 6d. costs was imposed. 

CREAM CHEESE. 
At the Burnley Police Court on January 4, the 

Craven Creamery Co., Ltd., 15, Grimshaw Street, 
Burnley, were summoned for selling cream cheese which 
was not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 
Mr. H . Garratt, Deputy Town Clerk, prosecuted, and 
Mr. Beck appeared for the defendant company. Mr. 
Garratt said that on November 26 Mr. Massey, Inspec
tor under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, purchased 
a quantity of cream cheese at defendant's premises, and 
upon analysis of the portion of the article submitted to 
the Public Analyst, this was alleged to have the com
position of a cheese made from milk deficient in fat. 
The analysis showed, Mr . Garrat t submitted, tha t the 
Inspector had been supplied with an article which could 
not be regarded as cream cheese. Inspector Massey 
corroborated, and in cross-examination he stated that 
the cheese he purchased from defendants had the appear
ance of cream cheese. The cheese was manufactured at 
Yeovil, Somerset. Mr. Raymond Ross, F. I .C. , Public 
Analyst, said the sample of cheese he received contained 
25.6 per cent. of fat, which was considerably below the 
amount of fat which should be present in genuine cream 
cheese. Witness was cross-examined by Mr. Beck in 
respect to the composition of various cheeses, and the 
amount of milk fat contained in them, and stated that 
he had no recollection of any conviction in regard to 
the amount of fat a cheese contained. For the defence 
Mr. Beck said that, when dealing with a manufactured 
article, they had to be satisfied that there was proof of 
the existence of a definite standard for that article 
before they could say it had been sold to the prejudice 
of the purchaser. For milk, butter, and other natural 
products there were standards set up by the legislature. 
The magistrate's clerk (Mr. Meller) : Seeing that there 
is no official standard for fat in cheese, do you say 
anything can be sold as cheese? Mr. Beck: Yes ; 
when it does not break the only definition laid 
down, that it does not contain any foreign matter. Con
tinuing, Mr. Beck submitted that the question of the 
percentage of fat did not enter into the matter . The 
Board of Agriculture, ho said, had declined to 6et up a 
standard for cheese, for the reason that there were so 
many varieties of cheese that that Board thought it 
would be impossible to do so. The magistrates were 
asked to do what the Board of Agriculture declined to 
do, and that was a ludicrous position to take up. The 
case was dismissed. 

JAM. 
Raspberry Jam: 20 per cent. of Apple Pulp. 

At Llanrwst, on January 9, C. H . Greenwood and 
Price, Glanconway, were summoned for selling rasp
berry jam which was not of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded. The sample was certified by the 
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Public Analyst to contain 20 per cent. of apple pulp. 
The Inspector said i t was not suggested tha t the article 
was injurious, but that i t was not what the label 
declared it to be. There was nothing on the label to 
show tha t i t was a mixture, and therefore the sale was 
to the prejudice of the purchaser.—The Chairman: I s 
it inferior to raspberry alone?—The Inspector : I t is 
not what the customer asked for. The Inspector then 
proceeded to call a witness, remarking tha t he himself 
would give evidence later on, but Mr. Latimer Jones 
(for the defendants) protested, saying that the Inspector 
was not entitled to the privilege of an advocate, and 
was now open to cross-examination. The Inspector 
continued his evidence, and said tha t on November 18 
he visited the defendant's shop and asked for a 2-lb. 
jar of raspberry jam, for which he paid 9½d. He then 
explained why he had purchased it. There was nothing 
on the ja r except a narrow label bearing the words: 
"Raspber ry Jam." The analysis showed that there was 
20 per cent. of apple pulp in the sample.—The Chair
m a n : Was the makers' name on the jar?—The Inspec
t o r : No, simply the words I mentioned.—In cross-
examination, the Inspector said he was served by Mr. 
Greenwood. When he entered t h e shop he asked for 
butter and cheese, but there was none in stock. H e 
then asked for pepper, and was supplied with it. He 
noticed some of the jars on the shelves covered with 
wrappers. H e did not know that the manufacturers 
" i m p r o v e d " jam by mixing fruit juice with it. The 
Inspector was shown a number of labels, upon each of 
which i t was stated tha t the jam contained a percentage 
of fruit juice, bu t he pointed out there was no reference 
to it on the jar he purchased.—C. H . Greenwood, one of 
the defendants, said, in evidence, tha t the label on the 
ja r contained the word " R a s p b e r r y " only, and not 
"Raspber ry Jam," as stated by the Inspector. The jar 
was a sample one, supplied by the manufacturers for the 
purpose of exposing in the shop window to show the 
colour and quality of the jam, which would be impos
sible with the usual label, which bore the usual notice 
that the jam contained a quantity of fruit juice.—The 
Chairman: How did the Inspector ask for the jam?— 
Witness: He said "Can I have tha t pot?"—A represen
tative of the firm which supplied the jam said the ja r 
(produced) was a sample turned out by his firm for the 
purpose of showing the colour and quality of the jam. 
All firms included fruit juice in such jams, as it im
proved both the colour and the taste.—A fine of 5s. and 
costs was imposed.—The Grocer. 

LARD. 
8 pep cent of Cottonseed Oil. 

At the Lambeth Police Court, on December 29, 
William Frederick Warr , of Peckham Park Road, was 
summoned at the instance of Mr. W. E. Groom, 
Inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts to 
the Camberwell Borough Council, for selling lard which 
was not of the nature, substance, and quality of the 
article demanded. Mr. G. W. Marsden, solicitor to the 
council, supported the proceedings on their behalf. A 
woman, who acts as assistant to the Inspector, entered 
the defendant's shop and asked for a quarter of a pound 
of 8d. lard. A sample of the article supplied was sub
mitted to the Public Analyst, who certified that it con
tained 8 per cent. of cottonseed oil. The defendant 

observed that pure lard could not be obtained at 8d. 
per pound, and said that was the first complaint there 
had been against him during the twenty-nine years he 
had been in business. Mr. Baggallay ordered the 
defendant to pay a penalty of £2 and 17s. 6d. costs. 

MALT VINEGAR. 
75 per cent. of Non-Malt Vinegar. 

At the Hu l l Police Court, on January 12, Frederick 
William Hanson, 1, Waterloo Street, Hull , was sum
moned for selling malt vinegar which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded. The sample 
was certified by the Public Analyst, Mr. A. R. Tankard, 
F.I.C., to contain only 25 per cent. of malt vinegar, the 
remaining 75 per cent. being vinegar not derived from 
malted and unmalted grain. Mr. Neal represented the 
defendant on the instructions of the Sheffield Brewery 
Company, from whom the vinegar had originally been 
obtained. The Inspector said that he purchased one 
pint of malt vinegar from the defendant's son, and paid 
one penny for it. The Public Analyst's certificate (pro
duced) stated that the sample contained 3.78 per cent. 
of acetic acid, and 0.62 per cent. of extractive and 
colouring matters, including phosphoric acid to the 
extent of 0.004 per cent. There was 95.60 per 
cent. of water in the sample. The Public Analyst's 
certificate further showed that the sample contained 
only 25 per cent. of malt vinegar, the remain
ing 75 per cent. being vinegar which was not 
derived from malted and unmalted grain. Continuing 
his evidence, the Inspector said that he asked 
the defendant's son, George Hanson, whom he was 
selling the vinegar for, and received the reply, 
" F o r my father." On the date when witness pur
chased the sample there was a painted notice ex
hibited at the door of the shop s ta t ing: " P u r e Malt 
Vinegar, 1d. per pint and 7½d. per gallon." On Decem
ber 22, the notice was taken down. Mr. Arnold R. 
Tankard, F.I.C., Public Analyst for the City of Hull , 
gave evidence confirming his certificate. He said tha t 
malt vinegar was a product of the alcoholic and acetous 
fermentation of a saccharine extract derived wholly 
from malted and unmalted grain. Seeing tha t large 
quantities of vinegar were required for pickling pur
poses, vinegar ought to contain at least 4 per cent. of 
acetic acid. The amount of 4 per cent. of acetic acid 
was the recognised standard, whereas the sample con
tained only 3.78 per cent. Cross-examined by Mr. Neal, 
the witness pointed out that Dr. J . M. Hamill had re
ported to the Local Government Board, stating that 
genuine vinegars should contain at least 4 per cent. 
of acetic acid, and tha t standard was recognised by all 
Public Analysts. Witness stated that even in malt 
vinegar fungoid growths appeared sometimes. Mr . 
Neal suggested that the standard of acetic acid in 
vinegar was 3 per cent., but the witness denied this, 
contending tha t it was 4 per cent. Mr. Neal admitted 
the Public Analyst's certificate, and also that a tech
nical offence had been committed. The sale was a 
mistake on the part of the retail vendor in selling 
ordinary vinegar as malt vinegar. The Sheffield Brewery 
Company had sold the vinegar in accordance with the 
following label which was affixed to the casks: " T h e 
Sheffield Brewery Company.—This vinegar is guaran
teed absolutely pure and wholesome, and is brewed from 
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malt, saccharine matter, and the pure acid which forms 
the chemical basis of all vinegar, and is guaranteed 
free from sulphuric acid, poisonous and deleterious 
matter." A dispute, Mr. Neal continued, had ari6en 
between the traveller for the Sheffield Brewery Com
pany and the vendor as to the description tha t was to 
be applied to the vinegar when selling it. H e was not 
sure but that the traveller did not say something 
ambiguous to the defendant; and tha t should be taken 
in favour of the defendant. Manufacturers of vinegar 
had ceased to call it malt vinegar, and it came under 
the general term, "vinegar." The Stipendiary said the 
maximum penalty was £20, but he wished to 6how his 
sense of what he considered to be the triviality of the 
case by fining the defendant 15s. including costs.—The 
Grocer. 

MEAT. 
Alleged Unsound Bacon. 

At the Coventry Police Court, on December 21, Har ry 
Broadbent, of Spon Lane, West Bromwich, was sum
moned for depositing for sale, at a saleroom, fifteen 
pieces of bacon, intended for the food of man, which were 
unsound and unfit for such food. The Town Clerk 
(Mr. G. Sutton) appeared for the prosecution, and said 
that the case was brought under Sections 116 and 117 
of the Public Health Act, and though defendant would 
probably say he did not know that the bacon was unfit 
for food, under the Act it was not necessary to prove 
guilty knowledge. I t was quite sufficient to prove that 
accused had in his possession unsound food which was 
intended for the food of man. On October 27 defendant 
went to the sale room of Messrs. Earl and Price, and 
said that he saw they had a grocery auction sale on, and 
that he had a barrel of bacon which they could sell for 
him. He said that he gave 4½d. per lb. for it, and if 
it fetched anything like that price it might be sold. He 
carried the barrel of bacon upstairs on his back, and 
on the bacon being uncovered a bad smell was emitted. 
Broadbent said he thought some of the pieces would 
require flouring, and that he would go and get some 
flour and dust it over the bacon. H e went away, but 
did not return. Jus t before the sale it was noticed that 
an objectionable odour came from the barrel, and Mr. 
Price's attention was called to it. He thought it was 
not fit for food, and notified the Sanitary Inspector, 
with the result that it was seized and condemned. Mr. 
Price wrote a letter to defendant, which apparently 
Broadbent had not received, and he had since inquired 
what had become of the bacon, and asked for the money 
to be paid over to him. The Town Clerk added that 
it was the duty of the defendant to know if what he was 
offering to the public was fit for their consumption, and 
if he did not take the trouble to find out, he was the 
person responsible. Evidence bearing out the Town 
Clerk's statement was given by Eustace West, assistant 
clerk to Messrs. Earl and Price, who mentioned that he 
first noticed that the bacon smelt as though some pepper 
had been put on it. . Mr. Frederick William Price, was 
also called, and, in the course of his evidence, said that 
Broadbent desired the bacon to be sold, if possible, at 
a furniture sale, which was held a day earlier than he 
grocery sale, but this witness declined to do. Accused 
said that the bacon was part of a lot he had sold at Strat-
ford-on-Avon. Mr. Price said that 4½d. per lb. was a 
very low price for bacon, which was from 10d. to 1s. 

per lb. I n cross-examination by the defendant, Mr. 
Price was asked what he thought of the two pieces of 
bacon which accused had shown him at first. He said 
his remark about them was that he would not like to eat 
them, but they would make good cart-grease. Mr. W. 
H. Clarke, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts, 
spoke to having seized the bacon in consequence of Mr. 
Price's communication. I t emitted an offensive odour, 
and was quite unsound. There were 91 lbs. of it in all. 
Decomposition was taking place in the connective 
tissues between the fat and the lean, and the fat itself 
was tainted. I t had been dusted with flour to dry up 
some of the moisture caused by decomposition. The 
bacon was eventually destroyed by a Justices' order. In 
reply to defendant, Inspector Clarke said the rind of the 
bacon was very dry and hard and thick. Defendant: 
I bought it from a grocer, who told me he was so long 
in cutting it that his customers walked out of the shop. 
Dr. H. J . Coates, Assistant Medical Officer of Health, 
gave evidence as to the condition of the bacon, and, in 
answer to the defendant, said that even to an unskilled 
observer it would be obviously unfit for food. 
Broadbent gave evidence on oath in defence, and said 
he lived at Birmingham and Manchester, and was a 
general dealer. He bought the bacon from Mr. Arthur 
Taylor, of Stourport, on October 5 at 4½d. per lb., 
for "dr ied bacon that was too hard to cut." He sent 
some of it to Stratford-on-Avon, where it was sold, some 
of it fetching 6½d. per lb. Cross-examined by the Town 
Clerk, defendant said he bought 2cwt. 2qrs. and 12lbs. 
of bacon at Stourport, and cut it up and put it into 
barrels himself. He did not put any flour on. The 
flour was on when he bought it. H e had eaten some of 
the bacon himself. The Magistrates found the case 
proved. A fine of £10 and £2 2s. costs was imposed, 
or twenty-eight days' in default. 

MEAT. 
Tuberculous Meat.—Defendant Fined £50 and Costs. 
At the Thames Police Court, on December 29, John 

Upson and George Owers, both of Hatfield Peverel, 
Essex, were summoned for dealing in four quarters of 
cow beef which were alleged to be unsound and 
unfit for human consumption; and William Steele, 
slaughterman, of Hatfield Peverel, was summoned 
for aiding and abetting. Upson did not appear. Mr. 
Young, who prosecuted on behalf of the Stepney 
Borough Council, said it had been ascertained that 
the defendant Upson had ceased t o b e t h e owner 
at the time the meat was sent to London. In 
those circumstances he asked that the summons against 
him might be withdrawn. Both the other defendants 
pleaded guilty. Mr. Young then said that Upson was 
a farmer, and he sent for a veterinary surgeon to see 
the cow, which was found to be useless. Owers was 
then 6ent for to deal with it as a knacker, and the latter 
took the animal to the farm for the purpose of killing it. 
The carcase was then taken to Owers' place, where i t was 
dressed by Steele, who afterwards admitted seeing spots 
on it. At Owers' request the carcase was sent up in Steele's 
name to Mr. Gower, wholesale butcher, High Street, 
Aldgate, and he very properly communicated with Mr. 
Abson, the Council's Inspector, who found that the 
animal had suffered extensively from tuberculosis. I t 
was clear that Steele must have known the state of the 
animal. I t was a public danger that a person like 
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Owers should hold a licence as a public knacker, and 
then take advantage of his position by sending diseased 
meat to London. Dr . Thomas, Medical Officer of 
Health, said it was a curious fact that a large quantity 
of unsound meat had come from that immediate neigh
bourhood. Mr. Dickinson fined Owers £50 and £10 10s. 
costs or six weeks' imprisonment, and Steele £10 and 
£ 5 5s. costs or fourteen days. 

MEAT. 
Bad Foreign Meat—London Company Fined £ 5 . 

At the Long Eaton Pet ty Sessions, on January 3, 
before Mr. F . R. Claye and other magistrates, a sum
mons was heard against the River Plate Meat Company, 
Limited, for exposing eighteen pieces of beef liver and 
a rabbit for sale, which were unfit for the food of man, 
on November 10. Mr. Williams prosecuted on behalf 
of the District Council, the Sanitary Authority, and 
Mr. C. W. Lucas appeared for the defence. Mr. Wil
liams, in opening the case, said the company's registered 
office, was in London. They dealt in foreign meat, and 
had a large number of shops all over the country. 
They had two shops in Long Eaton in High Street. 
On November 10 the Sanitary Inspector noticed some 
liver on a plate, yellow in colour, together with a 
foreign rabbit , which was unfit for food. The attendant 
promised to put the meat away. Abut three-quarters 
of an hour after the Inspector sent a boy for three 
pennyworth of liver, and was supplied with what 
appeared to be the liver he saw. He sent another boy 
for two pennyworth, and followed him. As soon as he 
entered the shop an assistant grabbed the liver, and he 
saw that the same liver was exposed. The meat was 
then taken and condemned by order of a magistrate. 
Inspector Tomlinson said the liver was quite soft and 
decomposed, and had a disagreeable odour. I n cross-
examination he said he heard Mr. Dexter tell the boy 
not to sell the liver, and heard him say the boy had 
sold it when he was away. Mr. Lucas : Why didn't you 
seize this meat at first? Witness said he had no doubt 
about the meat being bad, but on an appeal by the 
assistant he gave him a chance, knowing what a prose
cution meant. Dr. A. B. Chambers, Medical Officer of 
Heal th, said the meat was decidedly unfit for food. The 
defence was that every care was taken by the company 
to sell good and wholesome food, and that they engaged 
the best men possible as managers. Mr. Dexter, the 
manager at Long Eaton, had put the meat away, but a 
boy sold some in the absence of the manager. The 
Bench imposed a fine of £5 and costs. 

MEAT. 
Unsound Meat—Defendant Fined £50. 

At the Lambeth Police Court, on January 4, Har ry 
Moss, of Aldgate High Street, was summoned, under 
the provisions of the Public Health Act, by the South-
wark Borough Council for having in his possession de
posited for the purpose of sale, in a van in East Street, 
Walworth, four hindquarters of beef which were intended 
for food, and which were unsound and unwholesome. 
Mr. G. C. Topham supported the proceedings on behalf 
of the council, and Mr. Ricketts defended. Mr. Topham 
stated that on the early morning of the 10th October 
last two of the council's Inspectors were in Eas t Street, 
Walworth, when they saw a carrier's van from which 
meat was being delivered at the premises of Mr. Nathan, 
a butcher. There were twelve hindquarters of beef in 

the van, six marked with the kosher mark, and the 
other six each bearing two cuts. The meat was taken into 
Mr. Nathan's shop, but Mr. Nathan having stated that 
only the kosher meat was for him, the six other quarters 
were put back into the van. They were examined by 
the Sanitary Inspectors and the Medical Officer of 
Health, and four of the quarters were seized as unsound, 
and were afterwards condemned at tha t court. The 
carrier's carman had received instructions to deliver six 
kosher hindquarters to Mr. Nathan, and it was a mistake 
on the part of the carman to deliver the twelve quarters 
at the shop. Mr. George Fisher, a Sanitary Inspector 
in the service of the borough council, gave evidence in 
support of the summons, and stated that the four 
quarters seized from the van were unsound and unfit for 
food. Cross-examined by Mr. Ricketts, the inspector 
said he examined the six kosher quarters delivered at 
Mr. Nathan's shop and passed them as sound. The 
Medical Officer passed two of the unmarked quarters 
in the van and condemned the other four. There were 
two cuts on each of the unmarked hindquarters. Mr. 
Ricket ts : Do you know it is the custom when meat is 
condemned by the wholesale man to cut it? Inspector 
Fisher : Not in the way these quarters were cut. I t 
was simply a little notch.—I don't care what i t was. I s 
it usual in any way to deface meat which is intended 
to be sold?—I should say not.—Answering a further 
question, the witness said the quarters left with Mr. 
Nathan bore a mark which was somewhat blurred, but 
which Mr. Nathan told him was the kosher mark. Mr. 
Ricketts suggested that if meat was passed by the Board 
of Shecheta that showed i t was free from disease. Mr. 
Hopkins disagreed. He thought the kosher mark was 
a sign of the mode of death. Mr. Ricketts believed that 
it was also a sign tha t the meat was free from disease, 
but said that question would not arise in this case, which 
only referred to the unmarked quarters. Dr . Geo. 
Millson, Medical Officer of Heal th for Southwark, said 
the four quarters seized from the van were unfit for 
food. Two were distinctly tuberculous. He did not see 
any mark upon them. Henry Hoy stated that he was 
formerly in the employ of Mr. Ordway, a meat carrier. 
On October 10 he received a load of twelve quarters of 
beef from the defendant's shop at Aldgate and in conse
quence of instructions given him by Mr. Ordway's fore
man he took the twelve quarters to Mr. Nathan's shop 
and unloaded them. Mr. Nathan's men brought six of 
the quarters out and put them in his van again. The 
Inspectors took the van to the council's depot and re
moved four of the quarters. The remaining two he 
delivered to a cat's-meat butcher named Stockton in 
accordance with instructions he received by telephone 
whilst he was at Mr. Nathan's shop. By Mr. Ricket t s : 
Mr. Nathan was not in the shop when the twelve quarters 
were delivered. When Mr. Nathan entered he discarded 
all those not marked with the kosher mark, and told him 
to take them away. H e asked over the telephone what 
he was to do with the six unmarked quarters, and was 
told to take them to Stockton—that those were his 
orders at the time. When he delivered two quarters to 
Stockton, that man asked him where the other four 
quarters were. He told Stockton that the Inspector had 
seized them. Questioned by Mr. Topham, the witness 
said he was not supplied with a consignment note or 
delivery sheet of any kind. George Edwards, foreman 
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to Mr. Ordway, said he received instructions as to the 
delivery of the twelve quarters of beef from a man at 
Mr. Moss's shop. Six quarters with the kosher mark 
were to go to Mr. Nathan's shop and the other quarters 
to Mr. Stockton, who was a cats ' meat butcher. After 
the van had left he found that proper instructions had 
not been given to the carman. The witness produced 
his order book showing that the six kosher quarters 
were booked to Nathan and the others to Stockton. Ad
dressing the court for the defence, Mr. Ricketts con
tended that the evidence was conclusive that a mistake 
was made with regard to these hindquarters of beef. 
Mr. Moss was a commission salesman receiving meat 
from different parts of the country for sale on com
mission. As a matter of fact, these particular hind
quarters were received by the defendant for sale on com
mission. I t was discovered as soon as they came on 
the premises that they were not fit for sale, and no 
attempt was made to sell them, it being decided to send 
them to a Mr. Stockton, a cats'-meat man. I t was not, 
perhaps, a wise thing to do, but they were put in the same 
van as the meat for Mr. Nathan. There was no inten
tion on Mr. Moss's part that this meat should be con
sumed by human beings, and the quarters were marked 
by cutting them to distinguish them from the kosher 
meat. Stockton, to whom the quarters were sent, was 
a cats'-meat man, who only sold meat for consumption 
by animals—four-legged animals. The defendant had 
intimated to Mr. Stockton by telephone that he was 
to receive these six quarters, and whether the Inspectors 
had appeared or not these hindquarters would have 
gone to Stockton to be used in the usual way as cats' 
meat. He submitted that the witnesses called for the 
prosecution had confirmed the statement of the defendant 
that this meat was not intended for human consumption. 
Evidence having been given for the defence, Mr. 
Hopkins remarked that he was not quite sure how-
far this was the defendant's own responsibility, or how 
far it might be a responsibility cast upon him by others, 
but it was a very heavy one. The defendant would 
have to pay a penalty of £50 and £5 5s. costs. 

MILK. 
Charge of Damaging. 

At the Old Street Police Court, on November 21, 
Albert Lidiare, a milk roundsman, employed by Messrs. 
Welford and Co. (Limited), milk contractors, was sum
moned before Mr. Biron at the instance of his employers 
for wilfully damaging, injuring, or spoiling three pints 
of milk, their property. Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, sup
ported the summons; Mr. de Meza, solicitor, defended. 
Mr. Ricketts said the defendant had been employed by 
the complainants since August last, as a roundsman. 
Each morning the company sampled the roundsmen's 
milk as they left the depot and again on their re turn , 
and in their efforts to maintain a high standard of 
quality, had samples taken from the milk during the 
men's rounds. I t was par t of the defendant's duty to 
supply the Mansfield Street School Cripples Dinner 
Fund , and on the 27th of October a sample was taken 
from some milk the defendant was delivering there, 
which, upon analysis, was found to contain seven per 
cent. of added water. The defendant, when spoken to, 
admitted tha t he had added some water to the milk, 
and the company had taken the present proceedings in 

order to vindicate their character in view of a summons 
which had been served upon the company by the 
Bethnal Green Borough Council on account of the 
defendant's action, the borough council's Inspector 
having sampled the milk from the same can. Mr. de 
Meza said the defendant must plead guilty, bu t he 
urged in extenuation tha t his client had followed, on 
the round, a man who gave exceptionally good measure. 
To keep the round up the defendant had bought milk in 
order to give extra measure, but on two occasions only, 
having no money, he had added water which he had ob
tained at a coffee-shop. The defendant had twenty 
years' good character, and was now exceedingly sorry 
for what had happened. A fine of £ 1 and £ 1 costs was 
imposed, or in default fourteen days. The defendant 
was allowed seven days in which to pay the money. 

MILK. 
36 Grains of Boric Acid per Gallon. 

At the Stafford Borough Police Court, on Novem
ber 28, before the Mayor and other magistrates, Albert 
James Wright, wholesale and retail milk dealer, Mill 
Street, was charged on two summonses with having sold 
milk which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded; and William Horton, his stepson, was 
charged with a like offence under one summons. Mr. 
E . W. H . Knight, Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Acts to the County, prosecuted, and Mr. S. H . Pickering 
defended. Mr. Knight said that on October 19 a sample 
of milk was procured from Mrs. Jane Robertson, 
refreshment house keeper, Market Street, and on being 
analysed it was certified by the Public Analyst to con
tain boric acid to the extent of 36 grains per gallon. 
Mrs. Robertson was seen, and she stated that she had 
purchased the milk from Mr. Wright, and that if anyone 
was responsible for it Mr. Wright was. Mr. Wright 
was also seen, and on the first occasion he denied all 
knowledge of the presence of boric acid. Another 
sample of milk was procured on October 24 from Mr. 
Wright's agent, who was also his stepson, William 
Horton, and the sample was found to contain 29 grains 
of boric acid per gallon. Mr . Knight added that a 
circular was issued by the Local Government Board in 
1906 in which i t was stated that the presence of boric 
acid and other chemical preservatives in milk to any 
extent rendered the milk injurious to health, espe
cially in the cases of invalids and children, and 
the authorities were asked to take a serious 
view of the use of preservatives of any kind 
in milk. Mr. Pickering admitted the offences. Mr. 
E. W. T. Jones, F.I .C. , Public Analyst for the County, 
proved that the first sample of milk submitted to him 
contained 36 grains of boric acid per gallon, and 
the second sample 29 grains per gallon. Mr. Knight 
said that other samples of milk had been taken, and they 
all bad been found to be of good quality. These wore 
samples from the morning supply, and the samples 
which were found to contain boric acid were taken 
during the afternoon, so it would appear that the pre
servative had been added to the morning milk to keep 
it for the afternoon. Mr. Pickering said that Mr. 
Wright at the time was ignorant of the fact that his 
stepson had added the preservative. I t had been done 
without his knowledge or consent, and as far as Horton 
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was concerned, he was ignorant of the fact that it was 
illegal to put boric acid into the milk to preserve it . 
The magistrates fined Mr. Wright £ 1 and £2 17s. 6d. 
costs in the first case, and ordered him to pay the costs, 
3s. 6d., in the second case, Horton, against whom there 
was only one charge, was fined £ 1 and 8s. costs. A 
summons had been issued against Mrs. Robertson, but 
it was withdrawn on payment of costs. 

MILK. 
Defendant Fined £40 and Costs. 

At the Newcastle City Court, on November 29, 
Joseph Roddam, of Morifield Farm, Ebchester, and 
proprietor of the Derwent Valley Dairy Company, was 
summoned on four charges for selling milk which was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 
Mr. Herbert Lee (from the Town Clerk's office) appeared 
to prosecute, and explained that the defendant had 
branch dairies in different parts of the city. On 
October 21 a sample of milk was taken in the street 

■ from a milk-cart, which was in charge of one of the 
defendant's agents, and the following day three other 
samples were taken, one from defendant's dairy in Tre-
whitt Road, Heaton, one from the dairy in Sandyford 
Road, and the third from a cart in the street. The 
object of taking four samples was to make certain that 
the source of any defect was the Ebchester Farm, 
and that the defendant's agents were not responsible. 
The sample taken on Friday proved deficient in non-
fatty solids to the extent of 16.7 per cent., this being 
equivalent to the presence of 16.7 per cent. of extraneous 
water. T h a t taken at the Sandyford Road Dairy was 
similarly deficient to the extent of 11.5 per cent., tha t 
at the Trewhitt Road Dairy to the extent of 11.7 per 
cent., and that taken in the street also to the extent 
of 11.7 per cent. This, he submitted, conclusively 
proved tha t Morifield Farm was the source of the 
defects. Evidence as to the taking of the samples was 
given by Inspector Wm. Catliffe, who was in company 
with Inspector Scott at the time. The defendant had 
three dairies in Newcastle. In answer to Mr. George 
Elder, who was for the defendant, the witness said tha t 
he had taken a fair number of samples from Mr. Rod-
dam's dairies during the year, and these had been 
found to be genuine by the Public Analyst. 
Mr. Lee said that since 1906 thirty samples of 
the Derwent Valley Co.'s milk had been taken, 
twenty samples had proved to be genuine, and ten not 
genuine. Mr. Elder, in defence, said it was pretty clear 
that water had been added, but the defendant's answer 
was that he was engaged in a business upon the Quay, 
in which he had a large interest, and left the farm to 
the management of his assistants. He went away early 
in the morning, and did not re turn until late at night. 
He had no knowledge that this sort of thing was being 
carried on, and if i t was being carried on i t was cer
tainly without his consent. With regard to the ten 
samples which had been taken and which had proved 
to be not genuine, he pointed out that the summonses, 
except one, had all been taken out against the de
fendant's former manager, and not against the de
fendant. That manager had been dismissed twelve 
months ago. The only previous conviction against de
fendant personally was that of September last, when 
he was fined £5 and costs. The Bench imposed fines of 
£10 and costs in each case, making £40 and costs in all. 

MILK. 
11.3 per cent. Deficiency in Fatty Solids.—The Ques

tion of Direct Tampering. 
At the Cupar Sheriff Court, on December 6, before 

Sheriff Armour Hannay, J o h n Peebles, a farmer, of 
Scroggieside, Wormit, was summoned for having, on 
October 27, at Whitehaven, Newport, sold sweet milk 
to the Newport Inspector, which was deficient in fatty 
solids in respect that i t only contained 2.66 per cent. of 
fatty solids instead of 3 per cent. Defendant pleaded 
not guilty, and was defended by Mr. J . K. Tasker, 
Cupar. For the defence i t was contended that unless 
direct physical tampering could be proved no conviction 
could follow. Mr. T. R. Melville, of Rumdewan, gave 
evidence that the respondent milked his cows at regular 
intervals, and that the cows were properly fed at the 
time the sample of milk was taken. The certificate of 
the Public Analyst showed that the sample contained 
2.66 per cent. of fatty solids, and tha t the sample was 
therefore deficient in fat to the extent of 11.3 per cent. 
The Sheriff said he did not know that the case of 
Lamond, which had recently been decided in Edinburgh, 
and to which the defence had referred, had much bear
ing on this case, because, as he apprehended the law on 
the question, it was that the milk might be adulterated 
in two ways—either by the direction addition of water or 
skim milk or separated milk, or by such a mode of feed
ing or milking as would have the effect of impoverishing 
or adulterating the milk before i t passed from the cow. 
According to the English case of Smithies v. Bridge, if 
the cows were treated so improperly cither by feeding in 
an improper or abnormal way, or by milking in an im
proper or abnormal way, so as to make them give a 
large volume of milk of defective character, then the 
milk seller could be held liable for that. He took i t 
thai in the case of indirect adulteration or impoverish
ment the feeding must be to a marked extent improper, 
and the Court must be satisfied that this was done with 
an improper intention. On the facts before him, there 
was no evidence of either direct or indirect tampering 
with the milk, and accordingly he found the respondent 
not guilty of the charge. 

MILK. 
Edinburgh Test Case. 

I n the Edinburgh Sheriff Court, on December 7, 
before Sheriff Orr, the test case in which James White 
is charged with supplying milk deficient in milk fat 
on the 17th J u n e and the 7th July, was heard. (For pre
vious hearings of this case see "Br i t i sh Food Journal , " 
November, 1910, p. 216.) The peculiarity of the 
case is that no physical adulteration is alleged, it being 
admitted by the prosecution that the milk in question 
was the fluid as it came from the cow. Mr. Renton, 
who prosecuted, said the charge was mainly based upon 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, Section 6. That 
section stated that no person should sell, to the pre
judice of the purchaser, an article of food, or any 
drug, which was not of the nature , substance, and 
quality demanded by the purchaser, under a penalty 
not exceeding £20. What they had to consider was 
whether or not White was committing a contravention 
of that Section;—whether the articles supplied on the 
17th June and the 7th Ju ly were of the substance 
demanded. Under the Section the onus of showing 
that the milk was genuine was thrown on the accused. 
Regarding the answer to the charge, Mr. Renton said 
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there was common ground between him and his friend 
upon an important point. I t was conceded that the 
milk was not adulterated in the sense of the Statute, and 
that it was as it left the cow. What accused sold 
was precisely what the cow supplied. Accused held 
that it was necessary to milk three times a day to 
meet the exigencies of the Edinburgh trade, and that 
any deficiency in the morning milk was compensated 
by the quality of the afternoon and evening milking. 
The attitude taken up by the defence was that milk 
was a natural product, of such a nature and so con
stantly fluctuating that it was impossible to say when 
a minimum standard could be attained. If subsequent 
experience had shown that the standard of three per 
cent. was an unfair one from a practical point of view, 
then there would have been a great deal to have been 
said for the defence, but all through he had placed a 
perfect body of strong evidence in an entirely opposite 
direction. The Procurator Fiscal dealt at length with 
his third point, and remarked that the attitude of the 
Edinburgh dairyman was that the weakness in the 
morning milk was accounted for by the fact that he 
milked three times a day, and that the weakness of the 
morning milk was compensated for by the other two 
milkings. The Statute made no difference between 
morning, forenoon, and evening milkings. Therefore 
it was no answer to say that any deficiency in the 
percentage was made up in the forenoon and in the 
evening. The morning man was robbing the forenoon 
man, and he thought the dairyman was not fulfilling 
his obligations under the Statute. Regarding the law 
applicable to the offence, Mr. Renton held tha t this was 
a statutory offence provided for in the public interest. 
A man was not out of the Statute by showing there was 
no direct physical adulteration. What he thought 
was that a milk seller, before he could satisfy 
the Court that his milk was genuine, must show that 
he had taken all reasonable steps to have i t genuine. 
That, in particular, if his milk had fallen as low as it 
had in this case he must satisfy the Court that the 
state of matters was owing to a cause over which he 
had no control. Accordingly he submitted that a milk 
seller must be held within the Statute, apart from 
any adulteration, by failing to take steps to ascertain 
how his herd was, or he might be within the Statute 
by taking the milk from the cow in such a way as to 
impoverish it. I n conclusion Mr. Renton said that far 
from twice a day milking being a hardship it would be 
a boon to the milkman. The public would adapt them
selves to circumstances. Mr. Nisbet, for the defence, 
said the opinion of experts seemed to be that feeding 
had little or nothing to do with the amount of fat in 
milk supplied by the cows. H e thought that when he 
could get a milk which had over 3 per cent. of fat on 
the whole day that was a sufficient answer to his friend, 
who suggested that the feeding was improper. His 
position was that if it was shown that the milk came 
from a healthy herd it did not matter what was the 
precise quality of the milk. A point had been made 
that he had taken no steps to ascertain whether his 
milk was up to the standard. The evidence for the 
defence was that the dairymen around Edinburgh recog
nised that under the existing conditions of milking 
thrice daily they could not produce in the morning 
milk equal in quality to that produced in the afternoon 
or evening. Nothing short of actual legislation in a 

matter of that kind would prevent him from following 
what was an approved custom in a large district of the 
country for generations, and which was only occasioned 
by the demand on the part of the public. The Sale of 
Milk Regulations were not intended to improve the 
quality of the milk, but to prevent adulteration. His 
client knew he could not maintain three per cent. in 
the morning. He knew he had to carry on his business 
in that fashion, and that he was in danger daily of 
being held up for selling milk which was not genuine. 
Sheriff O r r . If the public authorities confined them
selves to sampling afternoon and evening milk there 
would never be the ghost of a case? Mr. Nisbet : I t 
is within your Lordship's knowledge that there is 
seldom any complaint except as to morning milk before 
the Courts, and that is just an unfortunate result of the 
methods of milking. Continuing, Mr. Nisbet said that 
the regulations were never meant to strike at a man who 
supplied poor but genuine milk. Sheriff Orr reserved 
judgment until 16th January , 1911. 

MILK. 
Obstructing an Inspector.—Milk Poured Down a Gully. 

At the West Ham Police Court, on December 20, 
Sidney Jones, 2, Durban Road, West Ham, was sum
moned for wilfully obstructing Henry James Warwick, 
an Inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts. Com
plainant said that on Sunday, November 22, he was 
riding with an assistant in a wagonnette in the West 
Ham Lane, Stratford, and met the defendant driving 
a milkcart. Witness pulled up for the purpose of 
obtaining a sample of milk, but the defendant turned 
into a side street and whipped up the horse. Having 
the best horse, witness overtook the defendant and said 
he wanted a sample of milk from a can which the 
defendant was holding, and offered him twopence. 
Without replying, the defendant poured the contents 
of the can, about two gallons, down a gully. Mr. F . A. 
Stern, for the defendant, contended that there was 
nothing to prevent a milkman from throwing his milk 
down a drain if he liked. On this day his client was 
soiling pure milk and also some separated milk, and as 
he had not got the can containing the separated milk 
labelled he was afraid the Inspector would sample it, 
so he threw it away, but this was done before the 
Inspector asked for it. Mr. Gillespie: I t is a serious 
thing that inspectors should be obstructed in this way. 
Defendant is fined £5, or one month's imprisonment. 

MILK. 
Sunday Sampling. 

At the Clerkenwell Police Court, on December 28, 
Dibben's Stores (1910), Ltd., of 56, Marlborough Road, 
Holloway, were summoned in respect of two samples 
of milk taken in St. Paul 's Road, Camden Town, on 
Sunday morning, October 30. In one case the 
sample was certified by the Public Analyst, Mr. 
J . Kear Colwell, F.I .C., to contain 27.8 per cent. 
of extraneous water and to be deficient in fatty 
solids to the extent of 27.3 per cent., and in the 
other case the sample was certified to be deficient in 
fatty solids to the extent of 92.6 per cent. Mr. W. T. 
Ricketts appeared to prosecute for the St. Pancras 
Borough Council, and the purchase was proved by 
Inspector Child. His agent, Mrs. Davey, was served 
from two separate hand-cans by a street vendor. Mr. 
J . Kear Colwell, F.I .C., gave evidence in support of 
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his certificates. The inspector stated that the harrow 
bore the names of the "Manor Pa rk Dairy Co." and 
"Dibben 's Stores, ' ' "and the hand-cans were stamped, 
o n e " Callow P a r k Co." and the other "Nor th-Eas te rn 
Dairy Co." Cross-examined by Mr. Steel, appearing 
for the defence, witness suggested that the Manor P a r k 
Co. and Dibben's Stores were one and the same. Mr. 
Steel said the present defendants had bought the barrow 
from the defunct company. He called the carrier who 
served the Inspector's agent. Alfred Bryant said he 
was employed by the defendant company on the occasion 
in question. The Inspector had the samples from a 
hand-can on the handle and one in the barrow. These 
cans contained between twelve and thirteen quarts , 
which he bought from a man in the market, finding him-
self " s h o r t " t ha t morning. He bought the liquids as 
pure milk for 2s. 6d. The milk he had in the churn 
was not sampled, and that was as he brought it from 
Dibben's Stores in the morning. He had not seen the 
man since he bought milk from him, but he had seen him 
"abou t the marke t " previously. Cross-examined: H e 
was about twenty quarts short that morning. His was 
a cash and credit round. If the customers failed to 
pay him, he had to stand the loss. I t was understood 
that if ho were short he bought for himself on the round. 
He was taken over when the Manor Pa rk Co. ceased 
to exist. They were not proper milk pails that the 
man carr ied; they were not gauged. Witness was sell
ing a t 3½d. a quart. He could not tell the difference 
between separated and genuine milk. He never tam
pered with the milk himself. Re-examined: Are you 
still in the employ of Dibben's?—I was up to Saturday, 
and witness added, in reply to the Magistrate, that he 
expected the same people to pay him next Saturday. 
He was engaged in the same business—on the same 
round.—The foreman did not agree that the man should 
buy up milk when he was short. They did not tell 
their men to do that, and the men only accounted for 
the milk they took out from the company. Mr. Steel 
said the men bought milk for themselves whether the 
company allowed it or not. Mr. Bros : Then that makes 
the company responsible—if they are the company's 
servants. Cross-examined: Witness worked for the 
Manor P a r k Dairy Co. until J u n e last, and since for 
Dibben's Stores. H e was now the proprietor of one 
of the branches of the company, and Bryant was in 
his service, although he did not approve of his buying 
milk as he did. But the man believed he was buy
ing pure milk. He was foreman of the Manor P a r k 
Co. and Dibben's Stores milk business, and was now 
the purchaser. Mr. Bros imposed a penalty of £2 with 
12s. 6d. costs. 

MILK. 
Workhouse Milk.-Deficiency in Fatty Solids. 

At the North London Police Court, on December 29, 
Henry Hanson, of New Yard, Great Queen Street, 
Kingsway, W.C., was summoned, at the instance of the 
Hackney Borough Council, for having, on November 17 
last, at the City of London Union Workhouse, Clifden 
Road, Homerton, sold milk which was deficient in fatty 
solids to the extent of 9.7 per cent. without making dis
closure of such deficiency. Mr. Williams, Town Clerk 
of Hackney, appeared in support of the summons, and 
Mr. Ricketts defended. The defendant holds a contract 
to supply milk to this workhouse daily. On Novem
ber 17 a carman in the defendant's employ arrived with 

a supply of milk. I n the kitchen was Mr. White, an 
Inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts to the 
Hackney Council. Ho took samples from three churns, 
and the analysis respecting one of these showed a de
ficiency of fatty solids as stated. Both the other 
samples were considerably above the standard. The 
defence was that the milk came from Somerset, and 
that the defendant had a warranty. I t was not taken 
to his premises, but direct from Paddington railway 
station to the workhouse. The carman took out a quan
tity of milk from one of the churns at the workhouse 
to transfer to another churn, but before doing so he 
did not use the "s t i r rer ." Mr. Cluer told the defendant 
that the negligence of his servant did not remove the 
onus from the defendant's shoulders. A fine of £3 was 
imposed. 

NITROUS ETHER. 
30 per cent. Deficiency in Ethyl Nitrite. 

At the Hanley County Police Court, on January 2, 
before the Stipendiary, judgment was given in a 
case in which John Tirrell , chemist, of Market 
Square, Hanley, was summoned for having sold sweet 
spirit of nitre which was certified by the Public Analyst 
to be 30 per cent. deficient in ethyl nitrite. The spirit 
contained only 1.21 per cent. of ethyl nitrite, instead 
of the minimum of 1.75 per cent. required by the British 
Pharmacopoeia. Mr. H. R. Fanner (Deputy Town 
Clerk of Stoke-on-Trent) prosecuted, and Mr. J . E. 
Moxon defended. The Stipendiary, in giving judgment, 
stated that the accuracy of the analysis was not con
tested. On the other hand, it was not suggested that 
the ascertained deficiency of ethyl nitrite was due to 
any wilful act or omission on the defendant's part , and 
it was readily acknowledged that the manufacturing, or 
wholesale, chemists from whom the defendant purchased 
the drug were a firm of high standing and quite unlikely 
to supply it deficient in strength. Mr. Moxon, for the 
defendant, had intimated at the outset that his defence 
would rest upon an alleged defect in the Public Analyst's 
certificate—namely, that in it the Public Analyst, Mr. 
E . W. T. Jones, F . I .C. , had omitted to specially report 
whether any change had taken place in the constitu
tion of the drug which would interfere with the analysis. 
Mr. Moxon had submitted that , in that case, such omis
sion was fatal, and had cited certain cases on behalf of 
his contention. Ho (the Stipendiary) had referred to 
those cases. Mr. Jones, in his evidence, stated that no 
such change had, in fact, taken place. He added that he 
had intentionally omitted so to report because the Act 
required such report in the certificate only in the 
cases of milk, butter, or any article liable to decomposi
tion, and he was of opinion that sweet spirit of nitre was 
not liable to the forms of decomposition referred to by 
the Act, or such change as might affect the result of 
his analysis. After reviewing the decisions given in 
other cases, the Stipendiary remarked that he stated 
the conclusion to which he had come in the present 
case with some diffidence. H e was told that sweet spirit 
of nitre was a solution of ethyl ni tr i te in alcohol, some 
other substances also being present, and that ethyl 
nitrite, being a very volatile substance, gradually 
evaporated from the mixture, but that that did not 
constitute a case of decomposition in the sense intended 
by the Act, or a change which might interfere with 
the analysis showing what the composition of the drug 
was at the time it was sold. That being the evidence 
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before him, he held that the objection failed. There 
must be a conviction, and ho imposed a fine of 10s. and 
costs, and allowed four guineas towards the costs of 
the prosecution. At the request of Mr. Moxon, the 
Stipendiary agreed to state a case. 

"NUT OIL." 
40 per cent. of Foreign Oil. 

At the Lambeth Police Court, on December 22, 
Frederick Edward Gillett, of Walworth Road, S.E., 
was summoned before Mr. Baggallay for selling " n u t 
o i l " which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded. The sample was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain 40 per cent. of oil foreign to genuine 
nut oil. The Inspector under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts stated that he went to the defendant's shop 
and asked for threepennyworth of nut oil. H e was 
served, and submitted the sample to the Public Analyst, 
who certified that it contained 40 per cent. of oil 
foreign to genuine nut oil. Cross-examined: H e asked 
for " n u t oil," and did not say "arachis nut oil." There 
were several kinds of nut oil. He had taken several 
samples, and had always asked for " n u t oil." Re-ex
amined: Cottonseed oil was used in inferior shops for 
frying fish. The present market price of cottonseed 
oil was from 36s. to 38s. per cwt. The present price of 
nut oil was 40s. to 60s. per cwt.—Mr. F . W. Beck, who 
defended, contended that the Public Analyst's certificate 
did not support this case. The Court was entitled to 
be informed and the defendant was entitled to 
be informed what was the charge. His learned friend 
had himself exhibited the weakness of the certificate, 
because he had felt it necessary to explain that nut oil 
was arachis oil, and he had also told the Court what 
the alleged adulterant was. Mr. Baggallay (to Mr. 
Topham, who prosecuted): There is no case here, 
surely. You, have to prove your case The Publ ic 
Analyst 's certificate does not give me any information 
at all, and the evidence does not prove what nut oil 
really is, or what you asked for.—Mr. Topham: Except 
that the Inspector says it was sold as nut oil, and that 
the certificate says that it contained 40 per cent. of oil 
which was foreign to nut oil.—Mr. Baggallay: We all 
know what water is, and we all know what whisky is— 
at least, we think we do—but we do not know what nut 
oil is—at least, I do not think it is common knowledge. 
—Mr. Topham: I appreciate the difficulty.—Mr. Bag
gal lay: For aught we know the 40 per cent. may be a 
nut oil which the Public Analyst does not recognise. 
The summons was dismissed. Mr. Beck asked that the 
Council should be ordered to pay the defendant some 
costs. Mr. Baggallay agreed that the defendant was 
entitled to costs, and allowed two guineas. 

OLIVE OIL. 
90 per cent. of Arachis Oil. 

At the Lambeth Police Court, on November 17, the 
Prosser Roberts Co., chemists, of Walworth Road, 
London, S.E., were summoned at the instance of the 
Southwark Borough Council for selling olive oil which 
was not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. 
The sample was certified by the Public Analyst to con
tain 90 per cent. of oil foreign to genuine olive oil. Mr. 
G. C. Topham, solicitor to the council, appeared in sup
port of the summons, and the defendants were repre
sented by Mr. Kirby, who admitted the sale. The 
article supplied was certified by the Public Analyst 
(Mr. Cyril Dickinson, B.Sc.) to contain 90 per cent. of 

arachis oil. Mr. Kirby said that ho desired to call 
evidence to show that the defendants honestly believed 
at the time they sold the oil t ha t it was genuine, that 
they bought it as such, and paid a good price for it, 
and purchased it from a firm whom they had every 
reason to believe were reliable. When his worship had 
heard the evidence, he thought the Court would come 
to the conclusion that no blame attached to the defen-
dants, although they were responsible under the Act. 
Mr. Evan Jones, manager at the defendants' premises 
at Walworth Road, said he served the Inspector with 
what ho believed to be olive oil. He produced the 
invoice of the firm from whom the article was bought, 
and the label the original tin bore.—Mr. K i rby : At 
the time you sold it, had you any reason to doubt it 
was genuine olive oil?—Witness: No. The defen
dants had been buying from the same firm on and 
off for six years, and had never had any reason 
before to think that their oil was not perfectly 
genuine. Mr. Kirby produced a telegram from the 
firm in question—a foreign firm—suggesting that a 
mistake must have been made in packing. Mr. 
Kirby thought the fact tha t there was such a largo 
percentage of arachis oil in this sample indicated that 
there had been some mistake of this kind. A man who 
adulterated would not run the risk of putting in 90 per 
cent. In a price list which he had before him the nut 
oil was quoted at 5s. 6d., and the price for olive oil 
was only 6s., so that the difference was not great. The 
nut oil was in some pharmacopoeias, but not in the 
British Pharmacopœia. — Mr. Hopkins : Perhaps I 
needn't do more than inflict a penalty which, under the 
circumstances, shall be nominal—£2 and 14s. 6d. costs. 

POTTED MEAT. 
65 grains of Boric Acid per Pound. 

At Filey Police Court, on October 21, the hearing 
of the case in which G. Hepinstall , 28, West Parade, 
Filey, was summoned for selling potted meat which was 
certified by the Public Analyst to contain 65 grains of 
boric acid per pound, was resumed. The case had 
been adjourned in order that the third sample 
might be sent to Somerset House for analysis. The 
report had now been received from Somerset House, 
and it was to the effect that the portion of the sample 
examined at Somerset House contained approximately 
26 grains of boric acid per pound. Mr. Butler , who 
prosecuted, applied for permission to withdraw the 
summons, on account of the Somerset House report. 
Mr. Wray objected, on the ground that the case was 
part heard, and ought only to be dismissed on payment 
of the defendant's costs. The Bench confirmed this 
view, and dismissed the summons, allowing £15 15s. 
costs to the defendant. (See report of previous hearing 
"Bri t ish Food Journal , " October, 1910.) 

RICE. 
The Facing of Rice: 0.7 pe r cent. of Tale. 

At the Lutterworth Police Court, on October 13, 
Caroline Addison, grocer, was summoned for selling 
rice which was not of the nature , substance, and 
quality demanded, on August 30. Mr. G. Rowlatt 
appeared on behalf of the prosecution. The sample was 
certified by the Public Analyst, Dr. Bernard Dyer, 
F.I.C., to contain 0.7 per cent. of tale or steatite. Mr. 
Rowlatt said that rice was very frequently found to 
contain this substance, which was known as French 
chalk, and it was very important that the practice 
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of adding i t should be stopped. I t was introduced 
to make the rice attractive to the eye, a glossy appear
ance being produced. I t was wrong to use it at all, 
and it might be injurious, especially to children. 
Every trader had knowledge of this practice, and all 
traders should know it was not allowed. The wholesale 
people who supplied the rice in this case had 
sent a letter, in which they stated that the rice in 
question was old stock, and they understood that 
any old stock they had on hand they would be permitted 
to sell. Mr. Rowlatt said that possibly this was so, 
and he thought the present case would be met by de
fendant paying the costs, as he did not wish to press this 
case strongly. In reply to the Bench, Mr. Rowlatt 
said that the wholesale people were to blame, but pro
ceedings could not be taken directly against them in 
this case. The retailer, in the future, could refuse to buy 
the article without a guarantee. The Bench ordered 
the defendant to pay the costs (16s. 6d.), and expressed 
the opinion that the wholesalers ought to refund the 
money to the defendant. 

RUM. 
43·7 Degrees Under Proof. 

At the Mansion House Police Court, on December 14, 
William R. R. Baker, licensee of the "Bul l ' s Head," 
Bread Street, was summoned before Alderman Sir Van-
sittart Bowater for selling rum which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded. 
Mr. Vickery prosecuted. Mr. Hudson, who defended, 
said that a technical offence had no doubt been com
mitted, but i t was not the act of the defendant or any 
of his servants, but might have been the result of a 
trick by a customer. Mr. Hussey May, Inspector under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, proved the purchase 
of a sample of rum on October 31, and he produced 
the certificate of the Public Analyst showing that the 
sample was 43.7 degrees under proof, or 18.7 degrees 
below the legal limit for rum. In reply to Mr. Hudson, 
the witness said ho took samples of gin and whisky at 
the same time, but there was no complaint in respect 
of them, and there had not been any previous complaint 
against the defendant. Mr. Hudson said i t would not 
have been worth the defendant's while to adulterate 
the rum, as not more than ten gallons were sold in 
the house in twelve months, against 400 gallons of gin 
and 411 gallons of whisky, and neither of these had been 
objected to. Miss Medhurst, barmaid, said that on 
October 29 a man who had been in the habit of using 
the house two or three days a week bought half a pint 
of rum, but an hour or two later returned and changed 
it for whisky. She did not* notice any change in colour, 
and simply emptied the rum back into the bottle. Mrs. 
Dean, the manageress, said she remembered the inci
dent, although not the date. The barmaid brought the 
rum back to her and asked what she should do. She 
asked the barmaid if she knew the customer, and she 
said she did. She then told her she might change the 
rum. The man had not been in the house since. Alfred 
Alexander Hobson, stock-keeper to Messrs. Baker and 
Co., 124, Praed Street, said he tested the stock of 
spirits at the "Bul l ' s H e a d " every fortnight for the 
licensee, and did so in the ordinary way on November 1, 
and found the rum in the bottle 39.6 degrees under 
proof. The rum in the five-gallon jar in the cellar was 
24.3 under proof. The alderman said he had come to 
the conclusion that so far as the proprietor was con

cerned he had not committed the offence, and, consider
ing the hitherto good character of the house, he would 
dismiss the summons upon the defendant paying the 
costs, 18s. 6d. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 
The Editor does not hold himself responsible for the 

views and statements of his correspondents. 

To the Editor BRITISH FOOD JOURNAL. 
THE NEED FOR A STANDARD OF PURITY FOR FOODS. 

To the Editor of the BRITISH FOOD JOURNAL. 
SIR,—If we in this country are to derive that amount 

of immediate benefit which our Food Acts were intended 
to confer and that amount of indirect benefit which 
the Legislature of such a country as America is willing 
to afford us, it is imperative that with as little delay 
as possible a standard of purity for the majority of 
our important foods should be set up. We have a 
standard for milk and for butter, but other important 
food substances should not be left more or less un
impeachable merely because it is not only more difficult 
to fix a standard for many of these, but also because 
more experts would have to be employed to check, and, 
if possible, end, many of the fraudulent and pernicious 
practices which are now in existence. I t is becoming 
more and more evident every day that in the case of 
many of our very important food substances i t is 

practically impossible for any one, even for one fortified 
with practising power and authority to determine 
whether the constitutents of a given food substance are 
or are not what they should be. Take, for example, 
the question of cocoa. There can be no reasonable 
doubt as to what cocoa ought to be. I t should be a 
product solely of the cocoa bean, the seed of the cacao 
tree (Theobroma cacao) after it has been freed from 
its husk or shell. A portion of the natural fat or cocoa 
butter must necessarily be removed, but after allowing 
for this extraction the percentage of ash, of crude fibre, 
and of starch in cocoa, should harmonise with the per
centages of these same constituents in standard cocoa, 
and these should be three per cent. of ash insoluble 
in water, 3.50 per cent. of crude fibre, and nine per 
cent. of starch. I t follows, of course, that if the shell 
or husk, or any portion of the shell or husk is also 
ground and mixed with what is known as cocoa, the 
percentage of crude fibre present in such will be unduly 
increased, and, if again, as I have known, wheat starch 
and other starchy bodies like cheap arrowroot are mixed 
with cocoa, the percentage of starch in such is unduly 
great. Now it must be remembered that these sub
stances, when incorporated with cocoa, are introduced 
not because of any dietetic value they may be alleged 
to, or do actually possess, but merely because they are 
a source of increased revenue to the individual manu
facturer or trader. Practices of this character place the 
honest manufacturer, of course, in a very disadvan
tageous and unfair position. I n the interest, therefore, 
of the consumer and of the honest trader, it must be 
apparent to all that it is expedient for us to have, with
out much further delay, a standard of purity established 
for as many food stuffs as possible.—Yours, 

JAMES OLIVER, 
M.D., F .R.S . (Edin.). 

Feb. 4, 1911. 
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